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Dr. G. Bromley Oxnam, Methodist Bishop of the New York area and Presi- 


dent of the Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in America, signalized 
Reformation Sunday, 1945, with an important pronouncement on “Roman Catholic- 
Protestant Differences,’ in which he tried to create in the United States a 
lebensraum of controversy, a respectable dignified platform where Protestants 
or others could take issue with the Fascist tendencies in the Roman hierarchy 
without being considered bigoted. He spoke of a “church universal” which he 
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said was “composed of three great branches, the Eastern Orthodox Churches) 
the Protestant Communions, and the Roman Catholic Church,’ and hopes, 
they might learn to worship God together. 

The Rev. John Murray, S.J., Associate Editor of America, then wrote ‘a 
the NCWC News Service a comment on the Oxnam statement in which hy 
expresses a nostalgia “for the old days when these controversial matters wet) 
something into which one could get one’s teeth.’ Father Murray speaks of thi) 
weariness of Protestant polemists who “can no longer rise to the high challengy, 
of genuinely theological controversy, or perhaps even grasp in all their stimulatiny.) 
sharpness the real differences between the Roman Catholic Church and the heir), 
of the Reformation.’ Protestant leaders, he says, ‘‘more frequently summon w) 
to argument on ground more easily reached because it is low and false.” 

Father Murray says that Protestant leaders are weary of properly religious 
discussion whereas ‘“‘any Catholic worthy of his high intellectual tradition woulc} 
welcome a rollicking good theological discussion . . . The Catholic might dislike 
to see this type of discussion declined in favor of an invitation to squabble ovel), 
Spanish politics, or the fancied machinations of American bishops in the State 
Department.” | 

Most interesting and instructive. Here is a Jesuit saying, come now, let the: 
Franco thumbscrews turn while we debate the unity of the trinity. The ground) 
that Bishop Oxnam was brave enough to enter was what Father Murray call 

“ground more easily reached, because it is low and false.” 

With respect to Spain and the State Department, Father Murray says that 
it is as if Bishop Oxnam “‘puts the contemporary issue squarely up to us: “When 
are you going to stop beating your wife?’ Father Murray disdains to enter upon) 
that low ground where people live and suffer, preferring to wait until the deeper 
matters are disposed of. Father Murray must have smiled as he emitted these 
inky clouds, invincible in his belief that no human argument can ever affect) 
the divine infallibility of the Holy See. “The difficulty is that we,” says Father 
Murray, “who are ordinarily accused of wanting peace only on our own terms, 
are asked by Bishop Oxnam to make peace on Protestant terms.’’ Accused of it?! 
They glory in it. : 

As a matter of fact it is a very rare occasion when the Roman Church is. 
accused of anything today. Father Murray candidly admits that the assumption” 
of a growing tension in Catholic-Protestant relationships ‘‘is indeed somewhat 
dubious.” True for you, Father Murray, extremely dubious! When Bishop Oxnam_ 
asked for peace on Protestant terms he was saying to the Roman Catholic people 
of this.country: you have abandoned the use of the coercive power of the state 
in spreading your gospel, you have thrown away the thumbscrew and the 
rack, you admit that, although truth is one, your statement of it may be inadequate 
in some respects and so you have entered into conversation with others. This 
was a fine compliment for Bishop Oxnam to pay to the Roman Catholic people 
and THE PROTESTANT agrees that this compliment should be paid. THE 
PROTESTANT believes that the Roman Catholic people of America have become 
so infected, as it were, with democratic health and with scientific procedure that 
they will not as a mass fall under the spell of that group within their ranks who 
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; vicky would lead them down a slope on which there is no foothold short of 
‘| disaster. 


At certain times during the long war of the Counter-Reformation the Jesuits 
pull a strange weapon out of their armory. That weapon is a rasping exasperation, 
,j2 studied insult, a kind of polemic which is aimed to draw the enemy into 
unconsidered acts of hostility. Some of the comments of Father Murray on 
Bishop Oxnam almost belong to on category. But the time is not yet ripe for 
.jthe full use of this weapon. 


It is true that Bishop Oxnam brought the argument down from theology 
jito politics. But since politics is the fruit of theology he was merely acting on 
the principle of Jesus, “By their fruits ye shall know them.” The common people 
of the world are beginning to judge theologies by their fruits among men. It is 
good that bishops begin to do likewise. 


As a matter of fact Bishop Oxnam’s statement did once rise above “low 
@] ground” when it pointed out ‘the fundamental contradiction that lies in the 
Roman Catholic position on religious liberty, that in effect means a demand for 
religious liberty where the Roman Catholic is in the minority, but denies it in 
practice where the Roman Catholic is in the majority.’’ Instead of welcoming 
| Bishop Oxnam on this high ground, however, Father Murray doesn’t even notice 
i him, but goes on to question the propriety of what he calls incessant harping on 
“political Catholicism,” Catholic ambitions for political power, Catholic identifi- 
| cation with Fascism, etc. He says that this harping brings about “hostility, distrust, 
4j suspicion,” and that these emotional attitudes amount to social pressures brought 
to bear on the Catholic conscience. Now a social pressure can easily be interpreted 
as a form of persecution or religious discrimination. So with the cries of 
“pressure,” “‘tension,’ etc., a pro-Franco hierarchy may be protected from 
legitimate democratic criticism. ‘ 


To Bishop Oxnam’s suggestion that Christians of various faiths should wor- 
ship together Father Murray says no, the reason being that such worshipping 
‘lll would suppose a unity in faiths, “by no means a given fact as between Protestants 
and Catholics.’ In other words, Father Murray, for his church, refuses the 
i} extended hand of Bishop Oxnam, for his churches. “‘Catholic doctrine,” says the 
iil Jesuit father who knows what he is talking about, “regards formal cooperation 
with Protestants in the wogship of God as a sin against the virtue of faith . 

In this, Father Murray is as logically correct as he is historically out- 
i] rageous. For many decades past in America his church has called anyone who 
dared to argue with it a bigot. Now he wants to argue. But not on the “low” 
ground of Catholic boycotts, the rights of Protestant missionaries, Franco Spain, 
§ clericalism, American representation at the Vatican. No, nothing so picayune. 
“Perhaps if Catholic priests and Protestant ministers were to meet, frequently 
| and on a wide scale in an atmosphere of love and lucidity, whatever tension there 
is in these relationships might be resolved into that healthy, twofold relationship 
that must obtain between them—a relationship of pacific controversy on the 
theological plane and a relationship of harmonious cooperation on the social 
plane.” Perhaps Father Murray might work a miracle and persuade the Catholic 
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hierarchy to permit such debates. For a while at least, until the little episode of © 
papal collaboration with Fascism has been forgotten. 


Said the Spider to the Fly 


A thickening wall of ice is growing between Catholics and Protestants in | 
this country because of the intransigent position of the hierarchy. On the recent 
anniversary of the opening session of the Council of Trent which was called © 
by the Holy See 400 years ago largely to combat the rise of Protestantism, Pope ~ 
Pius XII Published a letter expressing the hope that all non- -Catholics who 
believed ‘‘in the principal divinely revealed truths’ would return to the Catholic — 
faith. In his letter he repeated the prayer which closed the final session of the | 
Council of Trent: “Vouchsafe, oh Lord, our God, what Thou hast promised 
would one day occur, may come to pass in our time, namely that there be but one 
flock and one shepherd.’’ This letter was published in Latin in the Vatican 7 
newspaper, Osservatore Romano. | 


Another move along the same lines was projected from Vatican City recently. — 
It calls for a unified cooperative undertaking of all Christian churches. This move — 
is expressed in an international organization known as Unitas headed by Father | 
Charles Boyer. Its secretary is Father Don Peni, recently returned from Russian ~ 
imprisonment. He delivered the welcoming address to the first session of this 7) 
organization which is unique in the entire history of the Roman Catholic Church. 
Unitas was founded with the blessing of Pope Pius XII and intends to achieve © 
“unity of spiritual activity for defense of Christian heredity.” Speeches at the ~~ 
inaugural session pleaded for ‘‘union of all Christians for the salvation of peoples — | 
from invading atheism.’ Other representatives who addressed this meeting — 
included a General Secretary of the YMCA, and some Evangelical and Ukrainian © 
Orthodox representatives. Even a Baptist was roped in, although if there is one © 
un-Baptist thing in the world it is “Christian heredity.” At this meeting it was ~ 
announced that the Pope was writing the encylical invitation for non-Catholics to © 
unite with the Holy See in a movement for preservation of world peace “under 
the banner of Christ.” : 


Peace Pattern Pops Up in Rome 


When a similar move was projected and indeed carried far forward in the — 
United States under the title of the Pattern for Peace, HE PROTESTANT did not 
hesitate to signalize this project as a Pattern for War and to warn Protestants, 
Jews, and Catholics as well, from falling for this obvious maneuver. THE 
PROTESTANT is not a large magazine but it had sufficient power at that time to 
upset the hierarchical apple-cart. We believe that Bishop Oxnam was deceived 
by this maneuver. Certainly he did his best to advance the project of the Pattern 7 
for Peace. We believe, however, that Bishop Oxnam is an unusually honest man. 
He is a good organizer, but he is not what is called a good “organizational” man. 
He is not bought and sold in the market place. Recently in.a speech before the © 
Protestant Teachers Association in New York he attacked Western imperialism — 
and said that if he were a Russian he would be suspicious too. These are not 
the words of a “safe’” man. We are confident that he will not be drawn into 


| 


aR Ee 


et SD aaa ae 


}1946 Soi | EDITORIALS _ ee: 
|the sweet sticky web of Unitas. Indeed we hope he will attack it. Bishop Oxnam 
Jneed not be ashamed of the fact that he learns the score slowly. This does not 
|mean that he is stupid. It means rather that he is a stubborn believer in the 
goodness of Christians. 


| Christianity and Humanism 


We believe that it is not in accordance with present actualities to set Protestants 
over against Roman Catholics as if Protestants were champions of justice and 
tolerance. The issue today in its deepest and most fateful implications is not 
between Protestants and Catholics. It is rather between Christians and humanists 
meaning humanism in the broadest sense. Now it is the humanists and not the 
{| Christians who have discovered methods of translating the ethical ideals of 

J religion into the realities of world law and order, economic justice, and racial 
‘brotherhood. Their method may not have been the best method but it was 
4 one method. Christians might not agree with the method, but then Christians 
1 do not agree with one another as to any method. To say with Bishop Oxnam that 
| “Christians must be one” in realizing ethical ideals-is a demand that has little 
_)) or no relation to reality. 


: MacArthur and Marx 


| Bishop Oxnam quotes MacArthur who said “it must be of the spirit, if 
| we would save the flesh.” He says that MacArthur was right when he said that 
| but we say “‘it must be of the flesh if it would save the spirit.” In other words 
. |) the salvation of the spirit demands that it be fleshed. To put it more briefly, 
} the spirit must matter. To put it theologically, the word must be made flesh. 
Gen. MacArthur’s premise is that it is the flesh which must be saved. But we 
say it is not the flesh that must be saved, it is the spirit that must be saved, 
and the only way to save the spirit is to flesh it, to incarnate it. This is the 
central idea of Christianity. We believe that Marxism can find itself at ease with 
this idea. 


Oxnam’s Confusion 


Bishop Oxnam says that “the war of nations must not be followed by a 
war of the classes.” But the only thing that partially redeemed the war of 
nations and made it a just war was the fact that it was in part at least a war 
of the classes, a war against class tyranny. The national characteristic of the war 
having been removed by the defeat of the anti-Comintern coalition, the world 
war now becomes every day more purely and cleanly a war of the oppressed 
classes against the tyrannous classes. In this war Russia alone stands as the 
champion of the oppressed classes. 

Iran is the current item on this agenda. Here, as in Spain, at Munich, in 
Italy, in Greece, in Poland, in Yugoslavia, in China, in the French and Dutch 
East Indies, the Anglo-Americans stand against popular movements and Russia 
stands alone on the other side. Even Clifton Daniel of the New York Times 
is ashamed of the possible role of the United States in “teaming up with the 
British against the Russians and of supporting in Iran a regime that is, to say 
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the least, feudal.’’ “Although little has been done about it,” continues the Times 
correspondent, “all classes of politicians agree on the necessity of reform in 
Iran to alleviate social injustice and eliminate official corruption.” 

The people’s movement in Iran is called the Tudeh party. In Iran Russia’ 
is confronted with the same predicament she met from Spain to China. When she 
helps the people we call her imperialist. When she doesn’t help them we say she 
betrays the people’s cause. Britain and America work as a team. They might as 
well be hyphenated into one political power which in its basic orientation is — 
dominated by private concentrations of capital, monopolies and cartels. These \) 
are best able to function when the people they hire and fire and the people they 7 
sell and buy from are stabilized. Nothing worries them so much as instability. 7 
Popular movements make for instability. Moreover, oil concessions can be bought | 
from feudal or tribal princes and chiefs much more easily and cheaply than from 
democratic governments. 

History is one long tale of people sold out in this way. But the news is not 
out yet.’Our newspapers and public men still speak of countries as if they © 
were the personal property of a feudal chief and its people should quite properly — 
be considered animals or slaves. Improve their “‘lot.” Feed them more hay. ~ 
Alleviate injustice. But for John D’s sake don’t be extreme, don’t end injustice, ~ 
and above all don’t let the people do anything. That's where Russia is so aggra-~ "|| 
vating. The people everywhere are getting the idea that Russia wants to see 
them do something for themselves. . 
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Criticism of the Soviet Union 


This is as good a place as any to refer to a complaint which some of our q 
readers have recently made. They tell us that they have been placed on the © 
defensive because THE PROTESTANT cannot see any fault in the Soviet Union. || 
They tell us that our refusal to make any basic criticism of the Soviet Union is — 
alienating possible adherents to the cause of peaceful collaboration between the ~ 
Soviet Union and the United States. They say that to THE PROTESTANT the — 
Soviet Union appears to be the Realm of God and Stalin His Vicar. q 

To this we answer: criticism can only be helpful when it comes from within 
a framework in which we have some control. The Bolsheviks themselves are 
notoriously severe critics of themselves. Much of their strength comes from the ~ 
fact that viaducts of criticism are kept open from the base to the pinnacle of — 
the Soviet state. , 

Nevertheless there is an area in which we should criticize Soviet policy. That 
is the area of common action on the basis of jointly laid down policies, such as — 
the Teheran and Potsdam agreements. When a policy is laid down jointly it 
should be followed by its signatories. And criticism should be open between . 
faithful signatories and those which fail to live up to these agreements. Recently 
for instance Marshal Zhukov has criticized Marshal Montgomery for delay in 
disbanding the Nazi army. Also there have been criticisms of the AMG for — 
leaving almost intact the gigantic war potential of I. G. Farben. If there have — 
been any valid criticisms of the Soviet Union for failure to live up to its signed — 
agreements they have not come to our notice. 
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With respect to the past let us take an instance. We do not feel that we 
| have any sensible reason to criticize the Soviet delay in making effective its demo- 
| cratic constitution. It might even be argued that its promulgation was premature. 
)] Since this constitution was promulgated the Soviet Union has been in a virtual 
}} state of siege and under actual attack from the West. We should never forget 
that the very year of the establishment of this constitution was marked by the 
} Spanish-German-Italian fascist onslaught on Western civilization with the 
cooperation of the democratic nations. 

That the Soviet Union has made mistakes there cannot ie the slightest doubt. 
According to their own novelist Simonoy their political commissars made so 
‘) many mistakes in the Finnish campaign that the whole system was abolished for 
j} a time. With regard to the Purges it must be admitted that mistakes must have 
been made for such a condition to’ rise which necessitated the Purges. As Stalin 
once said, there are bad men in the world. Some of them are in Russia. Systems 
may permit or encourage goodness in men but systems in themselves will not 
} make good men. 

Our criticism of their dealings with the West would be the opposite from 


_ ji that of most critics who have said that they are too distrustful. We would say 


that at times they have been perhaps over-trustful and that they have under- 


') estimated the power of the Papacy in the West. Whatever criticisms are made 


| however, jt should be borne in mind that we were not there in the situation 
] and so we cannot see things as they were from that situation. Let us repeat finally 
that within the sphere of joint action on the basis of joint agreements there is 
not only the right but the duty to criticize. Let those readers who find that the 
Soviet Union has failed in this regard acquaint us with the particulars. 


Russia, China and the Atomic West 


f We must repeat that Russia stands alone among the great powers as the 
champion of the oppressed classes. We talked with a great theologian the other 
day (we do not refer here to Bishop Oxnam) who maintained that Russia had 
betrayed the Chinese Communists whom he loves very much. 

I asked him how. 

He said, ‘Russia should defend the Communists.” 

I said, “against whom?” 

“Against the Nationalists of course.” 

“Only the Nationalists?” 

This theologian had not canvassed the full meaning of his ‘thought which 
was that Russia should fight the atomic West. Perhaps he did not dare to look 
too carefully at his own thought because it might have revealed to him a true 
reflection of an inner wish on his part: the wish to destroy the Soviet Union. 
Humility is rare among professional thinkers. Only the greatest of them can 
bear to see their prognostications fail. This particular thinker had at one time 
sensed in the Soviet Union the birth of a new civilization. The blood and mess 
and pain of it he had not seen. He never reckoned with complications or set- 


| backs. Least of all did he reckon with the profundity of the wrench which the 


birth of this new civilization would have upon the older civilizations and upon 
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the minds of these older civilizations. He was not conscious of what he now 
realizes only too well, that he himself, this thinker, belongs in the inner fibre of 
his being to the old civilization. It is this inner being of his which was satisfied 


at the apparent failure of the new civilization. As this thinker moves now against | 


the new he will find himself more and more tightly embraced by the old. He 
has chosen his soul. It is not yet a Fascist soul, but it will find itself more and 
more in the company of Fascist souls. The Soviet Union has made mistakes; we 


hope she will not make the mistake of obliging this theologian by committing 


suicide in the way he suggests. 


The Issue Today 


I have taken this example because the man in question is no inconsequential | 
person. He is one of the ‘‘great’’ men of our time and he is one of the large | 


representatives of Protestant Christendom and he is an example of what we have | 


said above, namely, that the issue today is not Catholic versus Protestant. The 
issue is: can Christendom recognize its humanist child and accept it. 

Russia is humanist. The Christian nations, America, Britain, France, and 
Holland, champion the tyrannous classes. Roman Catholic-sponsored Fascism 
has failed. But Protestant-sponsored imperialism carries on. Protestant imperialism 


was until a very late hour an ally of Fascism and only began to fight Fascism — 
when the issue became one of ‘“‘survival,’ in the words of our late President. ; 
Bishop Oxnam shows signs of beginning to understand this deeper aspect of the 


war. When he does he will abandon the apposition of Roman Catholic and 
Protestant and he will begin to fight within the Christian framework against the 
Christian front which is a Fascist front and which includes representatives of all 


Christian sects as well as important sections of Jewry. What we need today is a 


New Protestantism, a new moving-out from both Roman Catholicism and 
Protestantism as they now are. A pioneering into new territory. This will be 
resisted by the reactionary elements in both the Roman Catholic Church and 
Protestant Churches. Yet this move must be made in America. It must be an inner 
synthesis of humanism and religion. But that is another story. 


CONFUSION IN THE CHRISTIAN CENTURY 
Editorial by J. M. FREEMAN 


The United States has been holding an atomic gun against the ribs of the 
Soviet Union and encouraging colonial imperialisms to shoot their way back into 
control of colonial peoples for the benefit of American capital. The possessors of 
private economic power, their agents and assorted anti-Soviet allies believe that 
it is possible to impose a reactionary will upon the world right up to, and maybe 
within, the borders of the Soviet Union. The heart of this will is where its 
treasures are concentrated—in the United States. 

This is atomic imperialism. The responsibility for it is America’s. It has to 
be fought right here in the United States. 

It is evident however that similar attempts to control the world would have 
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been made if the atomic bomb had never been developed. They would probably 
have been more cautious near the borders of the Soviet Union, but they would 
have been made. 

The belief in America’s destiny to make the world safe for exploitation by 
American investors is much older than the atomic bomb. It is an expression of 
accumulated claims upon the wealth of the world. Henry Luce has had the 
vision for years. Walter Lippmann gave us one of its solemn statements, which 
ate forming the imperialist liturgy, in his book U. S. War Aims. To get the full 
implications of his statement I preface it with an earlier but intimately connected 
comment in the same volume: 

“,..the Atlantic Community is the extension of Western or Latin Christen- 
dom from the Western Mediterranean. into the whole basin of the Atlantic Ocean. 
Its frontiers, which are a fluctuating and disputed borderland in Germany and 
Central Europe, still follow roughly the frontiers of the western part of the Roman 
Empire.” (p. 87) ... ‘Fate has brought it about that America is at the center, 
no longer on the edges, of Western civilization. In this fact resides the American 
destiny. We can deny the fact and refuse our destiny. If we do, Western civiliza- 
tion, which is the glory of our world, will become a disorganized and decaying 
fringe around the Soviet Union and the emergent peoples of Asia. But if we 
comprehend our destiny we shall become equal to it. The vision is there, and our 
people need not perish.” This sounds like the drone of a Superfortress! 
"American imperialism advances under such highflown expressions. It is 
supposed to be upholding free trade and equal access to raw materials, the 
open door, democracy, civilization, Christianity, freedom and peace. It also 
advances silently behind the furious uproar of colonial imperialists, right wing 
parties, and anti-Soviet liberals and socialists. And there is just enough public 
charity in American foreign policy to take the eyes of people off the private greed. 
Just enough remoteness from the more brutal suppression of independence move- 
ments to obscure the American source of the pressure. Enough democracy to make 
people doubt that it is really the American policy to aid the suppression of it in 
Europe and Asia. American imperialism has developed such moral trappings and 
such remote control that it makes all other imperialisms look crude. The “white 
man’s burden’ has become America’s streamlined mission of the open door. 

Advancing in this way, American imperialism deceives many people—both 
potential foes and sincere friends. On the record, the major part of the Protestant 
churches -are against imperialism and for the end of colonial systems as part of 
their program for a just and durable peace. But I am told that most Protestant 
missionaries to China do not recognize the imperialist role of American interven- 
tion in China. To them it is just making China safe for missions. 
~ On the other hand, an explosive advocate of America’s imperial destiny like 
Major General Patrick J. Hurley is deceived too. He seems to think that American 
policy has not been solicitous enough for American business interests. American 
policy, which lets British, French and Dutch imperialism do the dirty work in 
securing sources of cheap raw material for the United States, is, in his opinion a case 
of being pushed around by colonial imperialism. American policy, which in staking 
out China as a colony is still clearsighted enough to see that certain agrarian and 
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political reforms would stabilize that country for investment, is, in his opinion, 
a traitorous catering to the “Communist armed party.’ Hurley is too rough for 
this subtle game of American imperialism. q 

The moral trappings of American imperialism are such that even when its 
fruits begin to appear, as they are now, people are so confused that they claim ~ 
the United States has no foreign policy or that it is letting the British set the 7) 
course. 

On the contrary, there is a central theme in American foreign policy and it | 
is not composed in London. It is composed right here by Private enterprise and | 
its agents. 

The drive for the policy comes primarily from the vast accumulation of 7 
savings in the hands of big corporations and wealthy individuals and from a7) 
productive plant which expanded 40 percent during the war. This situation pro- || 
vides the pressure for fields of profitable investment, for an overseas outlet for 7 
goods. In addition there is pressure for cheap raw materials from the Far East, | 
such as oil, bauxite, tin, rubber and tungsten. _ 

If we want a guide to a better policy, there are certain places where we will 
not get it. 

One of these barren spots is that study table companion of so many liberal ~ 
Protestant ministers—the Christian Century. 

In the December 5 issue there are two editorials which are two more rattles ~ 
in the throat of ecclesiastical leadership. These are worth analyzing at length ~ 
as a warning against false prophets in the struggle against atomic imperialism. 


The first of these editorials is entitled: “What Should We Do In China?” ~ 
It demands a “‘positive’’ (not different but “‘positive’’) Asiatic policy to stop the 
drift toward disaster, and poses three possible alternatives. The first is that of ~ 
full-scale intervention on the side of Chiang Kai-shek as proposed by Henry ~ 
Luce in Life magazine. This the Christian Century rejects as too costly, too liable ~ 
to turn the whole Chinese nation against us, and more likely than any other to 
carry us into war with Russia. The second choice is to withdraw from China. — 
“Withdrawal” is defined to mean: bringing the American soldiers home, abandon- 
ing or destroying our supplies in Asia, keeping our emissaries from interfering 
in China’s internal struggle, and letting the Chinese settle it themselves. 

The Christian Century rejects this second choice also. The reasons for this 
_fejection are given in one of those amazing feats of fallacious and evasive argu- 
ment in which theologians who adore absolute moral principles are so adept. 

The policy of withdrawal is rejected on the grounds that it would ‘require 
the same line of action in all parts of the world including Japan and apparently 
Germany, would cut off all our overseas trade, and would be completely isola- 
tionist. How does the Christian Century figure this out? I quote: 

“Those who advocate the policy of withdrawal do not appear to see that such 
a policy in Asia would logically require the same line of action in Europe, the 
Near East, Africa and elsewhere. They are not ready to face the revolution in our 
domestic economy which would be occasioned by the loss of all our overseas 
trade. (Since when has all overseas trade depended upon American troops over- 
seas?—JMF) They do not attempt to prescribe how the people of this country — 
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could maintain such a thoroughgoing isolation in the face of the scientific and 
technological achievements of recent years. They are not yet ready to withdraw 
from Japan or the Pacific bases, to abandon the Philippines or to leave the Chinese 
to deal alone with the 4,000,000 Japanese remaining on the continent of Asia.” 

I suppose a conclusion one could draw from this kind of argument is that 
since we have to do the same thing in Japan as in China and vice-versa we 
should run China the way MacArthur is running Japan. 


- However, the Christian Century has a third choice which it supports. This 
is for the United States to call upon the Assembly of the United Nations Organi- 
zation to offer its good offices to stop the China war. This is offered as “admittedly 
a gamble which may not produce the results sought,” but nevertheless ‘‘the one 
remaining hope of a peaceful solution.” The hope seems to lie in the suggestion 
that the commission on the problem should include a majority of the smaller 
nations in the Assembly (nations which are in the main reactionary, feudal and 
even fascist) and one or more neutrals like Sweden and Switzerland. ‘Nothing 
we could do,” concludes the Christian Century, ‘‘would so quickly demonstrate 
that the United States repudiates the imperialism of what has been called ‘the 
American century,’” than such a request by our representatives at the first 
meeting of the UNO. 

The outcome is that the Christian Century avoids the real question—American 
responsibility for the situation in China. So much for its idea of a better policy 
toward China. 


The second editorial is entitled: ‘Potsdam Must Go!” It begins: “Everywhere. 


throughout Christendom the tide of moral revolt against the Potsdam peace is 
rising.” But’ the Federal Council of Churches of Christ in America has not 
revolted openly enough for the Christian Century, so it rebukes that Protestant 
federation. In contrast the Christian Century praises a statement of the Roman 
Catholic hierarchy. “The Roman Catholic bishops,” it says, ‘spoke more frankly 
... genuine religious leadership marks this pronouncement by the American 
Catholic hierarchy.” 

Now I happen to have read this declaration of the Roman Catholic bishops 
and know that it was a continuation of their war against the Soviet Union. They 
want to transfer the control of the UNO to the Assembly. I also noticed that their 
statement had no word for the peoples of the Far East. If this is “genuine re- 
ligious leadership” may God save the people from it. 

Actually, it is imperialist church leadership. For the sake of humanity and 
man’s religious spirit it must be shunned like the plague. If we want genuine 
religious leadership, we will have to fashion it ourselves in company. with the 
rebels against imperialism and the fighters for equality. 

In the current fight against atomic imperialism, those of us who respond to 
the will which was in the Jewish prophets, in Jesus of Nazareth and his true 
followers, have to be as one with the democratic and nationhood forces in the 
Far East, as one with the people who desire a peace based upon the unanimity of 
the Big Three powers and upon the right of self-determination for colonial peoples, 
as one with the anti-imperialist tradition of the founding of the United States. 
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THE NEW VOICE 
Editorial by JOSEPH BRAININ 


The Committee of Catholics for Human Rights was perhaps never a very | 
influential organization. It did not—at least until recently—enjoy the support or” 
even the approval of the powerful dignitaries of the Catholic hierarchy. It was 
poor but honest. It did not hesitate to speak out against anti-Semitism even when ~ 
its indictment had to be directed against members of its own faith. There were 
times when the Committee was the target of the reactionary wing of the Roman | 
Catholic Church. It was charged with being Communist and anti-Catholic—a) 
charge which neither frightened nor intimidated the executives: of the Committee.) 

In 1941 Philip J. Rodgers, editor of The Voice, official publication of the) | 
Committee, took up the defense of THE PROTESTANT, and wrote: “The Com- 7 
mittee of Catholics for Human Rights was founded to fight bigotry and to por 


the aims of Protestant Digest, and interestingly enough, we are in a position to 
perceive that criticisms which have appeared in Protestant Digest have done a ™ 
great deal to discredit reaction within the Catholic community ...I am sure the | 


is doing far too useful a job in its field to be the subject of an attack simply 
because it has, in obvious good faith, criticized certain reactionaries within the 
Catholic community... Finally, I would like to add that the Committee of 
Catholics for Human Rights has also had to face the charge that it is anti-Catholic. 

It is a charge which is, it seems to me, leveled at any one who dares to exercise _ 
intelligence in appraising the actions of some of our co-religionists.” 

Today the Committee, headed by Dr. Emmanuel Chapman, sings a different 
tune. In the 1945 issue of The Voice it joins the smear cavalcade against THE © 
PROTESTANT. It rides lustily alongside the Frederic Woltmans, the Chicago — 
Tribune and the American Jewish Committee, who are under orders to atomize — 
THE PROTESTANT and its Editor. Presumably Dr. Chapman, who should be used | 
to front-line bombardment, could not withstand the pressure from eminent § 
“liberal” Catholics who are permitted to be liberals only if they use their — 
liberalism to uphold the policy of clerical fascism, 

THE PROTESTANT and its Editor have not changed since the days when 
editor Rodgers applauded their courageous fight against reaction. But the liberalism 
of the Committee of Catholics for Human Rights has considerably changed since 
1941. Dr. Chapman obviously fears the loss of whatever “‘liberal’’ Catholic sup- 
port he enjoys unless he joins the hierarchal witch-hunt against Kenneth Leslie 
and THE PROTESTANT. And so The Voice of 1945 speaks the same language as 
The Tablet and its diocesan contemporaries. } 
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es TO some leading Amer- 
ican magazines, Switzerland is a 
shining example of peaceful humanity 
at its best. It radiates virtue in their 
pages the way Finland did six years ago. 
The land of the Alps, of the lovely 
mountain lakes, of overwhelming land- 
scapes and colorful yodelers has become 
transformed by certain authors into an 
island—an island of freedom that wel- 
comed the oppressed refugees of fascism. 

Facts give a different picture. They 
reveal a Switzerland dominated by ac- 
complices of the war criminals now on 
trial. They show a country whose ruling 
groups profited from Hitler’s war of 
plunder and even helped prolong it. 

It is not generally known that in 
“neutral” Switzerland the munitions in- 
dustry made huge profits in the business 
of supplying Nazi Germany. In 1942, 
one factory alone, the Oerlikon, fur- 
nished Hitler with over 4,000 cannon, 
consisting of 1,230 aircraft cannon, 
1,604 naval guns, and 1,185 anti-air- 
craft guns. In 1943, the same firm de- 
livered to the Nazis over eight million 
20mm shells besides continuing its ship- 
ments of cannon. Hispana-Suiza, the 
munitions firm Solothurn, the Winter- 
thur works, and many other firms fur- 
nished Germany with gun barrels, parts 
of anti-tank guns, detonators, submarine 
engines, and millions of ball bearings. 
The Aluminum Industry Cy. furnished 
enormous quantities of aluminum and 
magnesite. The famous Swiss watch in- 
dustry provided all kinds of precision 
instruments. In addition, the hydroelec- 


INNOCENT LITTLE SWITZERLAND 
By ALBERT NORDEN 


—Sup port of Hitler's aggression was the 
official policy of the Swiss government. 


tric power of Switzerland was an essen- 
tial factor in maintaining the operations 
of Nazi munition plants in Southern 
Germany. 


Helped Hitler Till the End 

“But,” say the ruling circles of Switz- 
erland, ‘‘what could our little country 
do, surrounded as it was by a ring of 
iron? If we had not furnished war sup- 
plies, we would have been attacked.” 
This is pure hypocrisy. Long after Mus- 
solini had been overthrown and Hitler’s 
defeats on the eastern and western 
fronts had made an attack on Switzer- 
land a military impossibility, the Swiss 
government and the leading business 
men of Switzerland continued their sup- 
port of Nazi Germany. Only after Rund- 
stedt had lost the Battle of the Bulge 
and the Allies had occupied large parts 
of Germany did the Swiss government 
promise the American mission under 
Laughlin Currie to stop the shipment of 
war materials and put an end to finan- 
cial transactions with Germany. 

But the Americans had hardly re- 
ceived this promise before it was broken. 
In March, 1945, Emil Puhl, vice-presi- 
dent of the German Reichsbank, ap- 
peared in Switzerland. He was the ad- 
ministrator of the treasures which 
Himmler’s SS had stolen from the mil- 
lions of massacred Jews and ‘‘Aryans.” 
Puhl made an arrangement with the_ 
Swiss authorities and bank officials 
whereby the agreement with the Amer- 
icans was violated. Senator Kilgore 
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openly accused the Swiss of having 
_ made in the spring of 1945 “a secret 
deal with the Nazis.’ Himmler had sent 
six tons of gold to Konstanz, near the 
Swiss border. Puhl induced Switzerland 
to buy three tons of it. 

In fact, Puhl wrote to the German 
Minister of Economy, Walter Funk, 
now one of the accused war criminals in 
Nuremberg, that the presidents of the 
leading Swiss banks were vying with 
each other to make deals with him. 
Among these banks were the Kreditge- 
sellschaft-Zuerich, the Bankverein-Basel, 
and the Eidgenoessische Bank as well as 
others. 

All this happened in March and 
April, 1945, while the Russians were 
approaching the Oder and the Western 
Allies had already crossed the Rhine! It 
is a historical fact that at a time when 
all the neutrals, even Sweden and Tur- 
key, had ceased all deliveries to Ger- 
many, Switzerland continued to help 
prolong the existence of German 
fascism. 

This policy was not pursued only by a 
few war profiteers. Support of Hitler’s 


aggression was the official policy of the. 


Swiss government. 

One hundred and thirty years ago, 
the Congress of Vienna declared the 
permanent neutrality of this little coun- 
try, half the size of Maine, with a pres- 
ent population of over four million 
people and surrounded by the leading 
countries of the continent. The Swiss 
government did not overtly break with 
that policy of neutrality until the Soviet 
Union appeared on the scene. 


Unwavering Anti-Sovietism 

In 1923, V. V. Vorovski, the Soviet 
Ambassador to Rome, who also repre- 
sented the Soviet Union in the League 
of Nations, was murdered in Geneva. 


The murdeter, a Swiss of Russian de- — 
scent by the name of Conradi, was a : 
member of the “Ligue Aubert,” one of 
the antecedent organizations of the 
“Antikomintern,” He was freed by a 
Swiss court, despite his own admission 
of guilt. The Swiss government refused 
an apology to ‘the Soviet Union. More- 
over it refused to pay compensation to 
the family of Vorovski. As a result of 
this provocative attitude, diplomatic re- 
lations between the two countries were 
broken off. As late as 1934, the “Ligue 
Aubert,’ which in the meantime had de- 
veloped close relationship with the Nazi 
government, published leaflets demand- 
ing the murder of Litvinov, without 
being suppressed. 

The Roman Catholic delegate of 
Switzerland, G. Motta, welcomed the 
first meeting of the League of Nations 
with a speech in which he made a wild 
attack on the Soviet Union. During the 
many years in which Motta directed the 
foreign policy of Switzerland, he always 
remained the center of anti-Soviet in- 
trigues. It is not surprising to find that 
his preferred newspapers were Je suis 
partout and Gringoire, two Parisian yel- 
low journals, which were leaders of the 
fifth columnists in France, and whose 
editors were executed by the French for 
their pro-Nazi activities. 

Motta has died, but his policies sur- 
vive. Even after the Soviet Union had 
combined with Great Britain and the 
United States in the war against fas- 
cism, Switzerland continued its anti- 
Soviet policies. In the beginning of 
November, 1943, the Social Democratic 
Party of Switzerland, which had become 
the strongest party in the country, de- 
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manded the recognition of Soviet Rus-. ~ 


sia and the resumption of diplomatic re- 
lations with Moscow. But-on March 29, 
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1944, Marcel Pilet-Golaz, Motta’s suc- 
cessor as chief of Switzerland’s Foreign 
Office, succeeded in prevailing upon the 
Social Democrats to withdraw their mo- 
tion for parliamentary debate on the 
subject of immediate renewal of diplo- 
matic relations with the U.S.S.R. 


O ficial Persecution of Refugees 

Despite the reactionary policy of the 
Swiss government, the people of Switz- 
erland have won the sympathy of the 
world for their hospitality to the refu- 
gees and deserters of the two World 
Wars. The author of this article knows 
of many-thousands of Swiss families 
who made great material sacrifices in 
order to give peaceful surroundings and 
recreational facilities to the children of 
the nations at war. They also welcomed 
the 11,000 Russian prisoners of war 
who managed to escape from the Ger- 
man death camps. 


And now we come to the most revolt- 
ing chapter of Swiss governmental pol- 
icy. The government forced these Red 
Army soldiers into concentration camps, 
where they were miserably treated. 
Bloodhounds were unleashed against 
them, they were beaten and starved. 
Hundreds of them were forced back 
across the frontier, where they were im- 
mediately executed by the Nazi guards. 
It goes without saying that the govern- 
ment carried on active anti-Soviet prop- 
aganda within these concentration camps. 

All this was admitted at the end of 
September, 1945, by the Swiss govern- 
ment representative and was published 
in a report of the official Russian-Swiss 
commission. Before that date, however, 
Swiss Socialist journalists, who criticized 
this inexcusable treatment of Soviet ref- 
ugees, were brought before military tri- 
bunals and sentenced to jail. The public 
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was informed that conditions . were 
“satisfactory.” 

The President of Switzerland, Eduard 
von Steiger, a patrician of Berne, was 
quite satisfied with these conditions, for 
he was himself a member of the fascist 
“Ligue Aubert.” (His term ended De- 
cember 31st, 1945). Von Steiger wel- 
comed ex-King Leopold whom the Bel- 
gian people refused to let come back 
and furnished him with a triple set of 
food ration stamps. The President of 
Switzerland permitted the Yugoslav 
Colonel Vauchnik, friend of ex-King 
Peter of Yugoslavia and embittered foe- 
of Tito, to live in swanky hotels, while 
Tito’s followers were thrown into con- 
centration camps. The President of | 
Switzerland, who was also Minister of 
Police, suppressed the anti-Nazi move- 
ment ‘‘Free Germany,” as long as he 
could do business with Hitler. 

The courageous liberal Swiss weekly, 
Nation, has published many tragic 
reports about the treatment of the 
refugees. Of these we mention only the 
account of the Jewish refugee who, after 
the Nazis occupied Southern France, 
fled across the Swiss border to Geneva 
on August 31, 1942. The next day the 
government ordered that he, together 
with eight other refugees, be returned to 
the Nazis. While this refugee still lives, 
he is a physical and emotional wreck; 
the other eight were tortured to death in 
Nazi concentration camps. 

In October, 1942, violent debates de- 
veloped in the Swiss Parliament when 
deputies attacked this reactionary policy 
toward refugees. At that time President 
von Steiger openly stated that it was the 
policy of the government to get rid of 
“undesirable refugees.’ These “unde- 
sirable refugees’ always happened to be 
those whom the Nazis were most anx- 
ious to seize. One of these was the Ger- 
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man Communist, Wilhelm Beuttel, who 
was driven out of Switzerland and finally 
captured by the Nazis and executed in 
Cologne. The following is an extract 
from a letter which he wrote on July 27, 
1944, in his death cell: 

“My Dear Brave Wife: 

“This letter is the last sign of life and 
love from me. Today, July 27, 15:05 
o'clock, my head which always had so 
many loving thoughts for you, will roll 
in the sand. My leave of absence on this 
earth will thus be ended and I, like so 
many others, will be enshrined in the 
hearts of mankind, which today must 
endure so much suffering. When I think 
how both of us have often listened to 
the St. Matthew Passion, and how we 
gazed into each other’s eyes while the 
final chorus of Beethoven’s Ninth Sym- 
phony pealed forth, sadness breaks upon 
me. ‘All men to become brothers’—for 
that I have lived and fought since my 
earliest youth. And even if my life must 
end in this way, I am still thankful to 
fate that it has permitted me to spend 
this life and especially the last 10 years 
with you. During my own period of suf- 
fering I have had time to review my 
thoughts and actions and I know that I 
have nothing to regret. 

“My dear wife, my dear Maria, you 
must now go your way alone, and even 
if at first you may think that this is im- 
possible, you must remember it will be 
possible, for it has to be. It was always 
my slogan to say ‘yes’ to life, no matter 
how great the sufferings which it brings 
about. That shall be my bequest to you. 
. .. I press you firmly to my heart that 
in two hours from now will no longer 
beat. My last thoughts are with you, my 
guiding star, my great love. Farewell, I 
die for Germany. Your husband.” 

These were the ‘undesirables,’ 
whom President von Steiger delivered 
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to their murderers. Apparently a “desir 
able,” the Nazi minister to Switzerland, | 
Dr. Koecher, still lives unmolested in 
that country. 4. 


Big Money Rules the Nation } 

There is no excuse for the policy of © 
the ruling Swiss clique (which, by the _ | 
way, during the war, suppressed the _ 
Communist Party of Switzerland and its _ 
papers as well as the Socialist Federa-_ 
tion of Geneva, strongest party of the 
town, and excluded its four deputies | 
from the. Swiss Parliament). But there | 
is an explanation. The oldest democracy 
in the world today is ruled by a very | 
small group of trust magnates who have © | 
occupied all the key economic and polit- 
ical positions either directly or through — 
their employees, and who own nine- | 
tenths of the press of the country. Mem- — 
bers of the boards of the biggest finan- 
cial and industrial enterprises are in the 
government. The rest of the ministers — 
follow a policy which leads them invari- — 
ably into lucrative industrial and bank- — 
ing positions after they have completed — 
their government terms. 


In the past twelve years the-Swiss 
Ministry of Economy has been occupied 
successively by representatives of com- 
panies which made very profitable deals — 
with the Nazis, such as Brown-Boveri, 
the munition works Solothurn, the iron 
works of Roll, and the Bankverein. Dur- 
ing the past decade the representatives 
of the leading banks of Geneva and 
Zurich, in turn, became Secretary of the 
Treasury. 

And how about the Foreign Office? 
Pierre Bonna was Department Chief 
(which is similar to the Under-Secretary 
of State in the U. S.) under Motta as 
well as under his successor, Pilet-Golaz, 
who in the autumn of 1945 fell under 


}) the weight of his anti-Soviet sins. Bon- 
na’s brother, Frederic, belonged to the 
board of directors of the Montecatini 
trust which financed Mussolini. He also 
is one of the owners of the Geneva 
banking house of Hentsch & Cy., which 
was blacklisted by the Allies. In addi- 
tion, all the banking houses of Geneva, 
centers of reactionary intrigue, have 
relatives in the Swiss diplomatic service. 


Swiss Pro-Fascist Heads Red Cross 

The main inspirer of Motta’s foreign 
policy was none other than Max Huber, 
known all over the world as the Presi- 
dent of the International Red Cross. 
People with inside knowledge point to 
him as the “crown counsellor’’ of Switz- 
erland’s foreign policy. Motta used to 
consult him before he undertook any 
action. They both praised Mussolini and 
his Abyssinian war, and Huber saw 
Mussolini in private audience more than 
once. During the Spanish civil war, 
Motta and Huber were on Franco’s side 
and they took care that the Swiss mem- 
bers of the International Brigade, after 
their return to Switzerland, were sen- 
tenced to considerable prison terms. 

Max Huber is an astonishing mixture 
of bloody business and philanthropy. 
This armament king was, and still is, on 
the boards of the Aluminum Industry 
Cy. and of Oerlikon, which gave Hitler 
much needed weapons for his war. To- 
gether with Count Volpi di Misurata 
and Signor Donegani (Montecatini), 
the Italian Krupps and Thyssens, Huber 
founded several enterprises in Italy. 

This background of Huber gives a 
clue to the reasons for the reactionary 
policy of the International Red Cross. 
The Red Cross, which did much to alle- 
viate the suffering of mankind during 
the war, is headed internationally by a 
man who has been one of the biggest 
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profiteers of Hitler's and Mussolini’s 
crimes. e 

Or take the big electrical trust, 
Brown-Boveri. Ten years ago, Edmund 
Schulthess was President of Switzerland. 
Before and afterwards, he held a lead- 
ing position in the electrical trust, whose 
director, E. Speiser, during World War 
II, became the powerful head of Switz- 
erland’s War Industry and Labor Office. 
Brown-Boveri owns several enterprises 
in Germany, the boards of which com- 
prise Switzerland’s industrial and finan- 
cial magnates as well as such war cfim- 
inals as K. Poensgen, of the German 
steel trust, and the Nazi armament king, 
H. Roechling. Margaret Boveri, member 
of the trust family, was a celebrated 
Nazi writer, and as late as 1944 her 
articles were published in Goebbels’ 
weekly Das Reich. 

Kreditanstalt-Zurich and Bankverein- 
Basel are the main strongholds of Switz- 
erland’s high finance. The millions 
which the Nazi leaders stole are hidden 
in the safes of these two banks. Hitler’s 
Swiss weapon suppliers sit on the boards 
of both banking houses, among them F. 
Iselin, who wanted America to believe 
that his IG Chemie had nothing to do 
with IG Farben. And who is responsible 
for the smuggling of Nazi money to 
South America in diplomatic pouches in 
1944, if not official Swiss personalities? 
Let us not forget that Puhl, in his letters 
to Walter Funk, praised the president of 
the Kreditanstalt, a former Swiss Am- 
bassador to Rome, as “‘an old friend of 
mine who is favorably inclined toward 
us. 

It is to be hoped that the Swiss will 
find in themselves the strength to take 
the power from their oligarchy. In the 
meantime, the Allies should refuse any 
concessions to Hitler’s helpers until they 
change their policy. 
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By BEN RICHARDSON 


' —We recognize in it a common and recurrent pattern. 


E SUCCESSFUL FIGHT against anti- 
: Semitism depends on the ability of 

those who fight it to recognize it for 
what it is and to name it, expose it and 
move quickly to cope with it. 

At approximately 10:30 p.m. Tues- 
day, August 28,.1945, several Jewish 
ladies were standing in front of a con- 
fectionery store at the corner of Brighton 
Sixth Street in Brooklyn, a predomi- 
nantly Jewish community. Their atten- 
tion was drawn to a gang of teen-age, 
Gentile youths walking toward them in 
two columns flanking both sides of the 
street. They estimated the gang to num- 
ber about thirty boys. 

Midway of the Brighton Sixth Street 
block the gang accosted and surrounded 
six youths. Three of the six were Jewish. 
An older member of the gang pointed 
to one of the Jewish boys and asked a 
younger member: “‘Is this one of them?” 
The younger boy replied: “I think so.” 
With that the older boy bashed the Jew- 
ish boy in the face with his clenched 
fist. This routine of questioning and as- 
sault was repeated for each of the three 
Jewish boys. Their Gentile friends were 
not molested. 

At this point the ladies ran up and 
intervened in behalf of the victims. They 
asked members of the gang why the 
Jewish boys were molested. Anadult who 
accompanied the gang and gave direc- 
tions for the beatings answered: ‘““We 
are getting even because Jewish boys beat 
up a Catholic, broke his ribs and put 
him in the hospital.” The ladies asked 
that the guilty Jewish boys be pointed 
out. They said they would prefer charges 


against them. In reply, the older man 
merely singled out_a young Gentile and 
said: ‘Here is the boy they put in the ¥- 
hospital.” He then returned to directing | 
the beatings. 7 

During the assault witnesses heard 
such anti-Semitic outcries as “Get the }»; 
Christ killers.’’ “The lousy Jews are yel- 9) 
low—they won't fight.” “Beat the 
lousy Jews.” When asked for help by 
one of the women, the adult who led 
the gang boasted: “I am a veteran of 
this war and I am getting even.” He 
turned to a uniformed soldier standing 
near him and said: “He is too.” The 
Jewish boys later charged that the 
soldier brutally “‘elbowed’’ them as they 
were pushed against him. et 

Indignant citizens made repeated | 
calls to the 60th Police Precinct, but © 
the police were an unconscionably long 
time in arriving on the scene. When 
the gang members learned that the 
police had been summoned they scoffed. 
“We ain’t afraid.” “The police won't 
do anything to us.” “We know them.” 
Finally, several squad cars arrived and © 
the police immediately began to dis- 
perse the crowd. Citizens demanded 
that the gang members be taken into 7 
custody. The police were reluctant toy 
comply. ‘To one such request, eye-wit- 7 
nesses claim an officer remarked: “You | 
shut up—you Jews brought Hitler.” ' 

After much urging the officers took 
several boys into custody and drove 
away with them in a squad car. Inter- 
ested citizens started for the 60th Pre- 
cinct, confident that the boys would be 
delivered there and that they could pre- 
fer charges against them. Enroute, they 


ere met by a prominent politician of 
he Jewish community who elected to 
“handle” the matter. The ladies were 
shered out of the Precinct and the 
olitician went into an inner office to 
alk to station officials. 

1) The squad car with the boys never 
arrived at the Precinct and repeated de- 
ands by the citizens that the car be 
called in (because its number was 
known) were refused. The politician 
(Jemerged after a while and gave as- 
@surances that formal complaints had 
been filed. Subsequent inquiries re- 
\}vealed that this was not true and that 
‘}no such action had been taken. Mem- 
bers of the gang milled about the out- 
side of the Precinct. An eye-witness 
questioned the Roman Catholic youth 
allegedly hospitalized by Jewish assail- 
ants. The boy denied having been mol- 
ested by Jewish children and disclaimed 
ever having been hospitalized as the 
result of a beating. Police officials told 
persons who called later in the night to 
ascettain whether the squad car had 
reported, to return in the morning. 


The Protestant Went Into Action 

The matter rested there until the fol- 
lowing morning when Jewish citizens, 
despairing of getting any police action 
and smarting beneath the obvious de- 
ception perpetrated against them by 
the local politician, called the office of 
THE PROTESTANT. 

The New York Regional Action 
Committee of THE PROTESTANT im- 
mediately got on the job. Wires’ giving 
information concerning the incident and 
urging immediate action were sent to 
Goy. Thomas E. Dewey, Mayor Fio- 
rello La Guardia, ex-Commissioner 
Lewis J. Valentine and Brooklyn Dis- 
trict Attorney George J. Beldock. 
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Copies of these wires were sent to the 
metropolitan press. 

THE PROTESTANT sent its represen- 
tative, Ralph Currie, to a community 
hearing on the Brighton beatings. The 
meeting was held at Boardwalk and 
Sixth Street, Coney Island. Mrs. Mary 
Freedman, a respected member of the 
Jewish community, was arrested at the © 
close of the meeting by Patrolman Sid- 
ney Wasserman of the 60th Precinct 
while she was protesting against the at- 


_tempts of certain community leaders to 


mitigate the anti-Semitic implications 
in the case. 

A communication from ex-Commis- 
sioner Valentine’s office informed THE 
PROTESTANT that he had undertaken 
an investigation of the incident .. . Mr. 
J. Mitchell Rosenberg, Assistant to the 
District Attorney of Brooklyn, invited 
me to his office for an immediate ‘con- 
ference on the case. At that meeting 
hearings on the case were scheduled for 
9:00 a.m. Wednesday, September 5. 

Inspector Michael J. Murphy of the 
10th Division reported to THE 
PROTESTANT the findings of his inves- 
tigation. He was advised by THE 
PROTESTANT to prefer charges against 
the officer involved for the alleged anti- 
Semitic statement made to one of the . 
women who requested that he arrest 
the gang members, and that disciplinary 
action be recommended for the failure 
of the officers to deliver the boys taken 
into custody to the Precinct, or to book 
them. 

As a result of this action by THE 
PROTESTANT, the two policemen who 
took the boys into custody at the scene 
of the disturbance and failed to deliver 
them to the Precinct were suspended 
from duty and faced departmental trials 
on charges of laxity. The soldier mem- 
ber of the gang, James Sortges (he was 
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AWOL), and the young Roman Catho- 
lic boy, Arthur .Rogan, who pointed 
out the Jewish lads to be beaten, were 
accused by the Brooklyn District At- 
torney’s office of inciting the attack. 
THE PROTESTANT requested the Army 
to allow the District Attorney to con- 
duct criminal proceedings against the 
soldier, and the young boy was held in 
$500 bail pending further develop- 
ments in the case. 


District Attorney's Hearings 

The Brooklyn District Attorney's 
office held hearings on the beatings. 
Assistant District Attorney J. Mitchell 
Rosenberg was in charge. Members of 
the gang of thirty Gentiié youths were 
apprehended and brought before Mr. 
_ Rosenberg for questioning. Clergymen 
of the Regional Action Committees of 
THE ‘PROTESTANT were present at sev- 
eral of the hearings. 

In the course of the hearings Arthur 
Rogan was questioned at length con- 
cerning his participation in the out- 
rages. He was confronted by the women 
who had questioned him as to whether 
he had been beaten by Jewish children. 
The women reminded Rogan that he 
had denied ever having been attacked 

_by anyone. 

Rogan denied having said this and 
restated his original story—that he had 
been beaten by Jewish children because 
he was a Catholic. He did, however, ad- 
mit on further questioning that the Gen- 
tile gang was formed specifically to go 
into the Jewish neighborhood to beat 
up Jewish children. He said it had 
been done many times before. 

Mr. Jules Cohen, Executive Director 
of the Jewish Community Relations 
Council of Brooklyn, was present at 
some of the hearings. He went to great 
pains during recesses in the ques- 


tioning to convince members of 
PROTESTANT that the incident was no 
anti-Semitic in nature and that no evi- — 
dence of mature anti-Semitic direction ~\) 
could be found. After Rogan testified 

to the anti-Semitic intent of the gang, = 
Assistant District Attorney Rosenberg): 
asked Mr. Cohen if he felt the findings) ) 
had substantiated the anti-Semitic ; 
ture of the case. Mr. Cohen expressed? | 
himself pointedly and said that he still } | 
saw absolutely no anti-Semitic implica 
tions in the beatings. Representatives of 7 
THE PROTESTANT contradicted Mr 
Cohen and were vigorous in their in- 7 
sistence that the beatings had been anti- 

Semitic and they went on to interpre 
anti-Semitism for the record as being © 
an act committed against a Jew because 
he is a Jew, and they said they felt that 
eventual findings in the investigation 7 | 
would further prove mature direction 
behind the beatings. 


Mayor's Gommittee Joins Hush-Hush 

Patrolman Wasserman of the 60th 
Precinct in Brighton played a strange 
role during the entire proceedings in 
the District Attorney’s office. He was- 
given the responsibility of producing 
both the victims and the culprits for 
the hearings. Throughout he was 
anxious to inject the testimony of an _ 
irrelevant witness, a Jewish youth, who 
had at a time prior to the beatings 
joined forces with a Gentile gang to | 
fight another group of non-Jewish boys 7 
in the neighborhood. Patrolman Was- 7 
serman offered this testimony as proof 
that the Gentile boys had no anti- | 
Semitic intentions in beating the three — 
Jewish youths. The boy introduced by 
Wasserman was in no way involved in 
the beatings and, therefore, had noth- 
ing to do with the case. 

At a meeting called by the Jewish 
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Community Relations Council in the 
neighborhood while the hearings were 
still in progress, a spokesman for that 
organization stated that the District At- 
) torney’s office had not been able to 
1) establish any anti-Semitic motives in 
the incident. A few days later, on 
Thursday, September 27, 1945, a state- 
ment appeared in the metropolitan 
press: (I quote the New York Post for 
that date. ) 

“BRIGHTON BEACH FrRacas Nor 

“RACIAL HATE’ 
Mayor's Committee Calls It ie 
Delinquency ~ 

The Mayor’s Committee on Unity 
today reported on its investigation of 
the Brighton Beach gang fight of 
last Aug. 28 and recommended that 
all such fights be considered in the 
light of juvenile delinquency rather 
than racial hatred. 

Dr. Dan W. Dodson, executive 
director, said: “While group hatred 
is rarely the cause of gang conflicts 
per se, in mixed neighborhoods con- 
flicts between groups possessing dif- 
ferences of faith or race are in- 
evitable, and produce interfaith and 
inter-racial tension.’ 

However, gang fights also occur 
in homogeneous communities, he 
pointed out. The committee ‘was 
most impressed by the vicious pat- 
tern of juvenile delinquency’ in the 
Brighton neighborhood, he said. 

Two official investigations by 
police and the District Attorney’s 

_ office, showed the Aug. 28 fight was 
between Catholics, led by a non- 
Catholic AWOL soldier, and Jews. 
But only two weeks earlier, these 
same Ivish-Catholic boys had cooper- 
ated with the Jews in attacking Ital- 
zans at. the other end of the neigh- 
borhood, Dodson said.” 
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It is obvious here that the Mayor’s — 
Committee on Unity in its inexperience 
at handling such matters allowed itself — 
to be taken in by the combination of 
Mr. Cohen’s “hush-hush” approach 
(which denies anti-Semitism in the face 
of incontrovertible evidence) and Pa- 
trolman Wasserman’s attempt to divert 
the attention of the officials and the pub- 
lic from the specific anti-Semitism in 
the beatings by suggesting that Jewish — 
and Roman Catholic boys collaborated 
against a common Gentile enemy at 
some earlier time. 

Because THE PROTESTANT insisted 
that the soldier, who was accused by 
Rogan of being the instigator, be 
brought up for civil prosecution, the 
case subsequently went to the Grand 
Jury which weighed the likelihood of 
this action being taken. Patrolman Was- 
serman repeated his ruse before the 
Grand Jury and produced the same 
irrelevant witness with the same effect. 
The Grand Jury dismissed the whole 
matter on insufficient grounds to war- 
rant action against the soldier. 

Some indication of the disservice 
done the cause of race relations by the 
conduct of Mr. Cohen of the Jewish 
Community Relations Council, Patrol- 
man Wasserman and the Mayor’s Com- 
mittee which fell for the combined 
“hush-hush” and diversionary strategy, 
can be gained if we realize that THE 
PROTESTANT is now in possession of 
incontestable information to the effect 
that Arthur Rogan confessed that his 
story about being beaten by Jewish boys 
because he was a Roman Catholic, was 
a lie and that the soldier, James Sortjes, 
had instigated the whole outrage and 
had asked Rogan’s aid because he, James 
Sortjes, felt that the Jews were going 
to get all the jobs now that the war 
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was over. Rogan and Sortjes built up 


_ the story of Rogan’s being beaten be- 


cause they knew that it would attract 
other boys to fight the Jewish children. 
When the boys who had been duped 
by Rogan and Sortjes learned of this 
hoax in the District Attorney’s office 
they became very demonstrative-in their 
resentment of Rogan’s and Sortjes’ 
duplicity. 


THE PROTESTANT presents this story * 2g to put at its service their ability to 


in detail first because we recognize in 
it a common and recurrent pattern of 


O. W. WAGNER—PASTOR AND PROPHET 


_ By HUBERT N. DUKES 


—The forces of reaction cannot Stop the voice of this man. 


WALTER WAGNER would not lay 

= claim to any long line of de 
nominational prestige, nor to any pro- 
phetic peerage, nor to priestly popular- 
ity. He would disavow any relationship 
_-with religious leadership in high places, 
but he is probably one of the best 
known men of his Church. Whenever 
I meet Evangelical-Reformed ministers 
and laymen from one end of the country 


_ to another they know “Occie’” Wagner 


—and admire and applaud him. He has 
been called upon to write in top pro- 
_ fessional periodicals with a frequency 


= _ that proclaims his ability as a preacher 


and prophet. For three years his Labor 


ae 


Day sermons have attracted nation-wide 
reading among the clergy of all faiths. 
His articles in The Pulpit, THE PRot- 
ESTANT, The Pastor, Social Action, Mo- 
tive, The Messenger and many other 
Church and Labor journals all clearly 
label him as a protagonist for the peo- 
ple, a champion of the common man, 
and a catalytic for the Democracy of 
God, Through radio, press and pulpit 


“hush-hush” and diversionary actions 
practiced by certain Jewish defense 
agencies and Jewish and non-Jewish in- 
dividuals, and because we wish with this 
writing to point out to the Mayor's 
Committee On Unity that THE 
PROTESTANT and the experienced cler- 9 
gymen who make up its Regional Ac- if 
tion Committees are prepared and will- | 


detect and cope with anti-Semitism 
whenever and wherever it occurs. 


his voice has been calling the Church to 
repentance, society to its social im- 
peratives and the masses to a new and — 
high status in our common life. 
Walter Wagner has proved one 
thing: that a pastor can keep a burning 
social passion, speak the truth fear- 
lessly, keep “his line of rectitude with 
love’s unconscious ease,” and at the | 
same time build a church of strength, 
leading his people into deeper social 
insights and into notable achievement. 
Again he has demonstrated that a man 7 
can be both a pastor and a prophet, that 7 
he can keep a warm glow of pastoral ] 
interest in individuals who need help— — 
who face sorrow, who need wise words _ 
of counsel about personal problems— ~ 
and still see how individuals are victims 
of the social chaos of our times. He has 
brought to his pastorates a deep concern 
for his people, ‘visitation programs 
which would wear down a less tireless 
worker, counselling procedures that 
would exhaust the patience of one less 


‘ , 
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devoted—and still remained sensitive to 
the problems and heartaches of the 
masses beyond his doors. 


He has not done this without a strug- 
gle. He has been set upon by blind reac- 


tionaries who often have not been able* 


to see any difference between the reli- 
gion of Jesus and Communism, and 
who have mistaken the brotherhood of 
the Christian based on self-giving for 
the Communist zeal for justice based 
upon struggle and, if need be, violence. 
For through it all Walter Wagner has 
kept primary the Gospel of Love—self 
identification with those who suffer in- 
justice and cruelty—the way of the 
Cross and not the sword. He has been 
consistent as a pacifist through a war 
that has confused many erst-while pac- 
ifists and caused them to disavow their 
previous position. His pacifism has not 
however been passivism. It has been 
creative and active. In an article,* This 
1s God’s Country, which has been wide- 
f\ reprinted he has set forth his creed— 
in which he refused to accept any priv- 
ilege denied to other persons by reasons 
of race or class or nationality. 


. Walter Wagner's appearance — of 
rugged strength, his vigorous move- 
ments and walk, mark him as a man 
motivated by the conviction of faith and 
the sense of living for ideals that are 
rooted in the certainties of a great faith. 


He came into the ministry matured by 
four years of commercial and industrial 
experience, by four years of college 
work, and four years of graduate work 
_in highly accredited theological schools 
and universities. He attended Elmhurst 
College, Washington University, Eden 
Theological Seminary, Chicago Theo- 
logical Seminary and the Divinity School 
of the University of Chicago. 


*Published in THE PROTESTANT, April, 1945. 
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Tested and Approved in Gary 

His first pastorate in Gary, Indiana, 
was a testing ground for his convictions. 
He early saw the need of a ministry of 
reconciliation. In this city of tensions he 
knew that people should understand 
each other better. Especially should they 
know the cultural backgrounds of wide- 
ly diverse groups. So he sponsored Re- 
conciliation Tours known as “Know 
Your City Tours.”” Bi-weekly, two hun- 
dred civic, youth and labor leaders vis- 
ited one of the more than forty national- 
ity groups in that unique steel center 
studying ethnic background, cultural 
background, social settings and synthe- 
sizing them all into programs of action 
for better community life. He built his 
Church from a membership of twenty to 
two hundred. His third year there 
proved to be the critical one. Could he 
carry on his work of reconciliation 
against strong opposition? The assistant 
paymaster of the United States Steel 
Corporation began to object. He would 
buttonhole each member of the congre- 
gation before a Sunday morning service 
saying, “Are you going to let this Pastor 
bring in colored preachers to our pul- 
pit?” “Do you want niggers living next 
door to you?” Undaunted, Pastor Wag- 
ner continued to invite outstanding Ne- 
gro leadership to share his pulpit and 
program. Unprincipled, the paymaster 
conducted a smear campaign—‘com- 
munist,” “nigger -lover,” “radical.” 
Came the crisis: “Would Pastor Wag- 
ner please resign his pulpit?” Came his 
reply: “Not until the people decide 
whether a paymaster or a Pastor leads 
this congregation.” The people voted, 
91 percent for the Pastor, 9 percent for 
the paymaster. Ecclesiastism also voted 
—the denominational representative of 
the National Home Missions Board 
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thought it best for Pastor Wagner to re- 
sign. Pastor Wagner stayed. The people 
had spoken. 

A call to a mid-Ohio small town com- 

munity gave Pastor Wagner an intimate 

acquaintance with the rural-urban, the 
farm-labor problem. He discovered the 
basic dignity of the dirt farmer. He dis- 
covered afresh our basic bond of broth- 
erhood with those who bring bread 
from the ground. 

Finally he came to Jackson, Michigan. 
For more than a dozen years now he has 
been standing with the people in the 
heart of a great industrial belt. It would 
be wrong to say he has held the pastorate 
at St. John’s. It would be right to say 
that the people in that industrial area 
lay hold on him. 


The Battle of the Forum 


In the reputed birthplace of the Re- 
publican Party, his first extra-church ac- 
tivity was to organize a civic forum for 
the free expression of opinion on cur- 
rent problems. Hundreds were attracted 
to these programs that sponsored na- 
tidnal-and international authorities on 
the social and political issues of an in- 
dustrial age. When, however, the For- 
um announced a discussion on ‘Banks 
and the Public’ by the Secretary of the 
Public Ownership League of America, 
Mr. Wagner found lightning-like oppo- 
sition. The Forum was denied further 
use of the auditorium where it was being 
held. Pressure was put on influential 
board members to resign. His associates 
in the Forum dissolved to a handful, 
leaving only the Rabbi, a Congregational 
Pastor, a Y.W.C.A. Secretary and a few 
others. Fellow preachers denounced the 
Forum. The press editorialized against 
it and smeared the pastors who mixed 
politics with religion. The city~ took 
sides. Smear stories made the headlines. 


“hall was found. Even then anonymous 


The Forum was linked with commu- 
nism, the Pastor with the proletariat. 
The American Legion took a strong 
position in opposition. Pastor Wagner 
walked the streets until a second-rate 


phone calls came warning the committee 
tc stay away. The series was continued @ 
but Pastor Wagner held the bag for a 
serious loss. The common people gave — 
their dimes. One deeply moved woman, 
out of a modest life savings, gave $300. 
Public ownership was not a suitable sub- @ 
ject in 1933 in Jackson—the home of @ 
privately-owned “public” utilities. 
Endorsements of the Civic Forum _ 
came from the White House, from 
Bishop McConnell, from Dr. Albert 
Beaven, Dr. Albert Palmer, Dr. Harry — 
Emerson Fosdick. Literally hundreds of — 
prominent champions of democracy en- 
dorsed the Forum but frightened con- 
servatives halted for a short time the F 
only channel of free discussion in the — 
birthplace of the Republican Party. 
History moved rapidly after 1933. 
Pastor Wagner's Civic Forum, sat upon 
in Jackson by the sacred cows of private 
profit, broke out all over America. TVA 
was born. Pastor Wagner supported — 
Frank Murphy and aided in his election | 
to Governor of Michigan. He cham- 
pioned the cause of industrial unionism 
and was elected an honorary member of 
the Council for Industrial Organization. 
His boot training in the Jackson Civic” 
Forum gave him the background to dis- 
cuss social, economic, labor and capital 
problems on an ever larger platform. 
The great national journals of the labor 
movement opened their pages to him. 


Primarily a Pastor 
Practising good race relations, launch- 
ing city-wide recreational facilities, spon- 


Mekrab Gy acumeer ant 


1946 Bi 


soring religion and labor fellowship, 
) promoting intelligent Church-Labor ac- 
cord, defending minorities and expand- 
ing democracy, visiting conscientious 
objectors in civilian public service camps 
and counseling with prisoners of war, 
editing a denominational magazine for 
servicemen and guiding a state-wide 
program of Christian Family Life are 
all extra-curricular activities for Pastor 
Wagner. He is primarily a Pastor. His 
church is his first love and to that he 
gives his last full measure of devotion. 
His first efforts in his present parish 
were to give his people a program of 
such magnitude and interest that all the 
substitutes for sound social service and 
all the secondary sentimental activities 
of a supper-serving church were. soon 
discarded. His church has no paid sup- 
pers, no second-hand sales, no bazaars, 
no money-making schemes of any sort. 
All these Pastor Wagner says are of the 
devil. They allow the impression to be 
abroad that a person can be a good 
church member by supporting these cir- 
cuses in the sanctuary. No energy is 
wasted at St. John’s on such substitutes 
for building the Democracy of God. 
Being rid of the superfluous, Pastor 
Wagner organized his congregation 
around sound “social imperatives. His 
church women are organized into inter- 
est groups, studying and implementing 
good citizenship, social welfare, inter- 
national understanding, intelligent mis- 
sionary action. All study groups develop 
a social life centered in the imperatives 
_ of present social needs. His official board 
is similarly functioning. No man is 
asked to just belong. He is assigned to a 
specific task. Every member of his official 
board is a chairman of an important ac- 
tivity aimed to promote the good life in 
the community. Sixteen men and women 
sit on the official board, of St. John’s, 
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heading such committees as Social Ac- 
tion, Recreation and Fellowship, Print- 
ing and Publicity, Education and Pro- 
gram, Community and Kingdom Sery- 
ice. These are not paper committees. 
They function and report monthly on 
jobs done and goals to be met. Besides 
meeting all the regular apportionments — 
of the church and the denomination, St. 
John’s has a fund open to all its mem- 
bers for unlimited credit. During these 
war years St. John’s adopted eighteen 
war orphans, contributed thousands of 
dollars to war emergency relief, gave 
tons of clothing and maintained the 
tight of conscientious objection to war, 
setting a standard in generous giving 
far beyond more self-interested congre- 
gations. 


Preaching the Word in St. John's 

St. John’s Evangelical and Reformed 
Church is made up of 350 ordinary fam- 
ilies. For 65 years it has championed 
“the liberty of conscience’ in all matters 
of doctrine. Pastor Wagner has built his 
preaching program around the Sunday 
morning service. He maintains that it is 
not the function of the Church to drive 
the family out of its home for mid- 
week prayer services and extra Sunday 
evening services. He has vigorously 
championed the right of the common 
people to enjoy their family fireside and 
has encouraged the good American cus- 
tom of visiting over a cup of coffee. The 
Sunday morning service, however, is 
sacredly guarded as an opportunity for 
promoting the principles of prophetic 
religion and for supporting the cause of 
the Democracy of God. Over the years 
Pastor Wagner has preached a great 
many series of sermons. The prophets 
are not pushed aside with one sermon. 
Each year they come in for a period of 
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study. The Sermon on the Mount be- 
comes a series of sermons on the funda- 
mental principles of our faith as Chris- 
tians. The common man is not given a 
polite tip of the hat at St. John’s. Every 
service belongs to him. If there were 
any special welcome engraved on the 
doors of St. John’s it would be the 
second chapter of James. 


He Has Not Turned Back 

The forces of reaction cannot stop the 
voice of this man. He has stayed through 
- years of serious opposition. He has built 
a program that continues to win the 
loyal support of the people. Not only 
his congregation but 5,000 laboring 
_people in his community hear him glad- 
ly in Union Halls and see him at the 
head of their picket lines. Pastor Wag- 
ner’s point of view is summed up neatly 
by himself in a paragraph in his recent 
article: ““The Common Man’s Claim to 
Christianity,’ in which he says: “The 
common people look to the clergy for a 
continuing leadership. Too often the 
clergy moves ahead to more lucrative 
pulpits, to more ‘advanced’ thinking. 
They know and the people know it rep- 
resents a retreat from the stiff job of 
Iaunching an unpopular cause under 
conservative leadership in a comfortable 
middle-class Church. Lacking the pa- 
tience to create a true community, 
preachers move from pillar to Podunk. 
They plant the seed ‘but, in place of cul- 


tivating it, nurturing it, bringing it to — 


ripe harvest, they yank up the seedlings 
_at every new move. There is an itiner- 
ancy about prophecy that needs to be 
scrutinized. Moving up in Church circles 
often means moving away from the field 
that is ripe for the harvest. .. . An an- 
cient prophecy is pressing for fulfill- 
ment: “He has put down the mighty 


from their seats, and exalted them of 
low degree. He has filled the hungry ~ 
with good things, and the rich he has 
sent empty away.’ This is the call of the 
twentieth century Church. A carpenter 
seeks again to build a community of all 


the people.” 


Colleague in Their Common Life 

There is a priestly side to Pastor 
Wagner's prophetic ministry. He de- 
votes hours each week to personal coun- 
seling. He has for years done a real job 
of pre-marital education. He is chair- 
man of the Christian Family Life de- 
partment for the Michigan Council. of 
Churches. He conducts family camps 
and is in great demand for teaching 
marriage and home life and social action 
courses at colleges and camps. Few pas- — 
tors have a more enviable record of pas- 
toral calling, parish program building 
and denominational apportionment giv- 
ing. Few churches have a better pulpit 
program. Regularly Rabbis, religious 
leaders of other denominations, Negro 
Pastors and representatives of minority 
groups are partsof the yearly program. 
When the community celebrated his 
tenth anniversary in a surprise service, 
they honored him as their colleague in 
their common life. Interesting enough 
the speakers on that occasion were Tep- — 
resentatives of the Labor Unions, the 
Synagogue, the Negro community and 
the Handicapped Club. 

When we asked for this look into the © 
life of this Pastor his first words to us 
were: “I am no prophet nor a son of a 
prophet.” This we are permitted to say. 
He is no kept prophet nor is he a mem- 
ber of any prophetic order, but a work- 
man that needeth not to be ashamed for 
the Lord has called him to lead His 


people. - 


THOSE FASCIST CONCORDATS 


-By HEINZ POL 


—There can be no peace in the world unless the concordats 


with the former and present fascist states are abolished. 


MONG THE FEW pacts which the fas- 
A cist powers in Europe concluded 
before their defeat, yet which, believe it 
or not, are still in effect, are the concor- 
dats concluded with the Vatican. 

Between the two World Wars the 
Holy See signed many concordats, most- 
ly with fascist and totalitarian govern- 
ments. Among the more important pacts 
of this type were those with Poland, 
Italy, Germany and Austria. Agreements 
similar to _concordats were concluded 
with Franco-Spain and Pétain-France. _ 

Of all the new governments and ad- 
ministrations which have since taken 
over, only the government of Poland 
had the courage in September 1945 to 
denounce the concordat with the Vati- 
can, an agreement which had become 
obsolete and even dangerous. 

As regards Italy, Germany and, Aus- 
tria, the general policy of the occupation 
powers, especially of the British author- 
ities in Italy, the Americans in Southern 
Germany and of both in Austria, cannot 


be fully understood without remember- 


ing that the political concordats con- 
cluded by Mussolini, Hitler and Doll- 
fuss with the Holy See are still in effect 
and are being used by Roman Catholic 
politicians and former fascists to build 
up reactionary parties and to maintain 
“reactionary positions, particularly in the 
educational field. 

The aggressive attitude shown by the 
various ‘Christian Democratic’ or 
“Christian Popular” parties not only in 
the former Axis countries but also in 
France, Belgium and Holland are to a 


great extent the direct consequences of 
these most advantageous anti - liberal 
agreements concluded with the Vatican 
before and during the war, and which 
have not been abrogated. For instance, 
the Vatican and with it the whole Ital- 
ian clergy and the two Vatican-influ- 
enced parties are a hundred percent 
monarchistic. Why? Because the treaty 
between Mussolini and the Vatican of 
1929 was signed in the name of Victor 
Emanuel for the kingdom of Italy. 

As long as Italy remains nominally a 
monarchy, as long as the British-sup- 
ported son of Victor Emanuel—the so- 
called Lieutenant General of the Realm 
—tules the country and appoints mem- 
bers of governments, there is no legal 
reason even to doubt the validity of the 
Mussolini concordat. Therefore, all re- 
actionary forces in Italy for many 
months have been striving hard to pre- 
vent the formation of any “‘radical’”’ 
government that might proclaim Italy a 
democratic republic. This would, among 
other things, endanger the Lateran 
Treaties of 1929, of which the concor- 
dat with Italy was only one part. With 
the end of the Lateran Treaties the tem- 
poral power of the Pope which was re- 
established by Mussolini might also be 
abolished or at least greatly reduced, 
and this, too, in the opinion of the sur- 
viving fascists, has to be prevented at all 
costs. In 1931 the liberal Count Sforza, 
who certainly cannot be suspected of 
any “red” inclinations, wrote in his book 
“European Dictatorships’”’: 

“Verily, no enemies of the Catholic 


ae THE PROTESTANT 


Church ever laid ‘the foundations of 


future violerice in the religious world - 


as successfully as did the negotiations of 
the Lateran Treaties.”’ 

It is no secret that the principal reason 
why the British authorities barred Sforza 
from participating in any Italian cabinet 
is his well known intention to abrogate 
at least part of the Lateran Treaties, if 
he were in power. Part One of this pact 
returned to the Pope the sovereignty he 
had lost when Italy, in 1870, had become 
liberal. Exactly what this sovereignty 
means was admirably expressed by Pius 
XI in 1922, seven years before he 
signed the Lateran Treaties: 


“The divine origin and nature of our 
power, as well as the sacred right of the 
community of the faithful scattered 
throughout the entire world, require 
that this sacred power should be inde- 
pendent of all human authority and 
should not be subject to human Jaws.” 


Lateran Treaties March On 


This unique authority was finally es- 
tablished through the help of fascism. 
That is why Pius XI called Mussolini a 
man “‘sent by providence.” As far as the 
authority of the Church in religious and 
ecclesiastical matters goes, no one will 
take issue with the Lateran Treaties. But 
there are other agreements within the 
framework of the treaties, agreements 
of a rather wordly and political charac- 
ter, in particular the famous Article 24. 
Its ambiguous phraseology cannot con- 
ceal the fact that the Pope advocates the 
right to intervene in politics as actively 
as he sees fit. Article 24 reads as follows: 

“With regard to the sovereignty per- 
taining to it in the field of international 
relations, the Holy See declares that it 
wishes to remain and will remain extra- 
neous to all temporal disputes between 


nations, and to international congresses 
convoked for the settlement of such dis- 
putes, unless the contending parties” 
make a joint appeal to its mission of — 
peace; nevertheless, it reserves the right 
in every case to exercise its moral and 


spiritual power. In consequence of this 


declaration, the State of the Vatican will 
always and in every case be considered 
neutral and inviolable territory.” | 

On the strength of this article the 
“State of the Vatican’’ remained “‘neu- 7 
tral” during all those times when the 


Holy See, exercising its ‘‘moral and — : 


spiritual power,” openly helped and is 
still helping the dictators, fascists and ] 
reactionaries all over the world, from. 
Hitler, Dollfuss, Schuschnigg, Salazar, 
Franco and Pétain up to the Peréns of 
our day. At least as long as this Article 7 
24 of the Lateran Treaty is not abro- | 
gated or changed in such a way as to 
make 
national affairs impossible, we will not 
see a truly democratic development in 
Europe and South America in the any- 
how dark future. 

Part Two of the Lateran Treaty con- 
sists of the concordat with Italy. All of — 
its articles are still in force. There is the 
Article 34 which places marital separa- 
tion or dispensation of Catholics and 
non-Catholics in the hands of the eccle- 
siastical authorities alone. On the basis 
of this regulation which Mussolini him- 
self incorporated into the Treaty, an 
Italian, whether he be a Catholic or not, 
may lose his citizenship if he tries to get 
a divorce. 

Article 36 which regulates the power 
of the Church in matters of education 
has even more serious consequences. 
This article which continues to be in ef- - 
fect in the new Italy reads as follows: 

“Italy considers the teaching of Chris- 
tian doctrine, according to the form 
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handed down by Catholic tradition, as 
the foundation and capstone of public 
education. Therefore, Italy agrees that 
the religious instruction now given in 
) the public elementary schools shall be 
| further developed in the secondary 
schools according to a program to be 
agreed upon by the Holy See and the 
State.” 

The State referred to was Mussolini’s 
Fascist State. All laws and regulations of 
this State have been cancelled, except 
this vital one covering education. Article 
36 continues: < 

“This instruction is to be given by 
teachers and professors who are priests 
or religious instructors approved by ec- 
» clesiastical authority and who will be 
‘aided by lay teachers and professors 
» holding for this purpose certificates of 
| fitness and capacity, these certificates to 
be issued by the diocesan Bishop. Revo- 
cation of the certificate by the Bishop 
immediately deprives the individual of 
the right to teach. No texts will be 
adopted for the religious instruction in 
the public schools except such as ap- 
proved by ecclesiastical authority.” 

It goes without saying that today the 
bishops are suspending every professor 
who in their eyes is too liberal or in any 
way connected with the new democratic 
and progressive groups or parties. Only 
those affiliated with the Christian Demo- 
crats or the new fascist-minded “L’Uomo 
Qualunque” front find favor with the 
clergy. In other words: thanks to the 
stipulations of the concordat school edu- 
cation in the Italy of today is still in the 
hands of those who controlled education 
under the Fascist regime. 


Pact with Dollfuss Lives On 

The situation in Germany and Austria 
is similar though more complicated. The 
Vatican concluded a concordat with Hit- 
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SONCORDATS 
ler in July, 1933, and with Austria 
under Dollfuss in May, 1934. Neither 


of these two pacts were cancelled as 
long as the contracting regimes were in 


power, nor after AMG had taken over. — ; 


The provisional Renner government in 
Vienna did nothing to terminate the 
Dollfuss concordat which was _pro- 
claimed on the same day on which Aus- 
tria gave itself a new authoritarian and 
admittedly anti-democratic constitution. 
The constitution was then adapted by 
Hitler to his own purposes after he had 
taken over Austria in 1938. a 

Neither the Dollfuss - Schuschnigg 
authoritarian state of Austria nor Hit- 
ler’s adaptation of it exist any longer. 
But the concordat with Austria still 
functions, and the new head of the pres- 
ent Vienna government, the Catholic 
politician Leopold Figl, and his Chris- 
tian People’s Party do not feel that 
especially those stipulations of the con- 
cordat which entitled the priests to su- 
pervise the schools and even universities 
should ever be curtailed. And just as in 
Italy, the canon law still regulates the 
marital relations, in accordance with the 
articles of the concordat of 1934. 
Whether the new Austrian government 
will continue to pay the huge subsidies 
to the ecclesiastical authorities, as stipu- 
lated in Article One of the pact, remains 
to be seen. 


Bishops Use Hitler Concordat 

In Germany there is no government 
which could, as in the case of Italy or 
Austria, tacitly revive the fascist concor- 
dat. But there is still the German episco- 
pate which is politically as active as ever, 
particularly in the American-occupied 
zone. 

As early as October, 1945, there were © 
clashes between the German clergy and 
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the AMG in Bavaria. According to 
some reports received here the bishops 
demonstrated against any kind of new 
school system which the Americans pro- 
posed to establish: 

“An indignant, almost threatening 
letter was written by the Bishop of 
Fulda, Dr. Johannes Dietz, protesting 
the opening of non - denominational 
schools in Fulda. The Bishop of Fulda 
refused to attend the opening of the ele- 
mentary schools. He wrote that he con- 
sidered it highly undemocratic that nei- 
ther the Church nor its followers were 
consulted.” 

And why was this procedure so 
“highly undemocratic?”” The report gave 
the answer: 

The Bishop added that such schools 
were in “open violation of the rights 
granted the Church by the Concordat 
and the law.” 

The Bishop was correct because Hit- 
ler in his concordat had given the Ger- 
man clergy the right to take care of the 
elementary schools in predominantly 
Catholic districts. Therefore, the law re- 
ferred to by the Bishop is a school law 
enacted by the Nazi government to pro- 
tect the concordat. 

Furthermore, the Bishops Conference 
of Fulda which took place in September, 
1945— the first to be held after the end 
of the Hitler regime—claimed many 
rights which derived directly from the 
Hitler concordat. As the Nazis often 
violated articles of the concordat, the 
bishops at Fulda demanded that in the 
first instance their right to communicate 
freely and without any censorship with 
the Vatican be restored. 

With regard to education, Article 21 
of the Hitler concordat states: 

“Emphatically religion must be taught 
in the spirit of Christian doctrine and 
moral law so as to develop a patriotic, 
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civic and social sense of duty, as is the 
practice in the other branches of instruc-_ 
tion. The subject matter and text books 
for religious instruction will be selected 
in agreement with the Church author- 
ities.” 

The “‘patriotic sense of duty’? which 
children were taught in Nazi Germany 
with the help of books selected “in 
agreement with the Church authorities” 
was the lust for blood, the hatred for 
other people and the glorification of 
race and perpetual war. It seems absurd 
that any teacher—whether priest or lay- 
man—connected with this former edu- 
cational program should be allowed to 
teach the new generation in Germany. 
Unfortunately many of them still do, 
and wherever they have been removed, — 
the ecclesiastical authorities fight back, — 
point to the corresponding articles of 
the Nazi concordat and accuse the © 
American authorities, according to reli- 
able reports, of nothing less than “dic- 
tatorial procedure.” 

As long as the Reichsconcordat of 
July, 1933, is not solemnly declared null | 
and void by the four octupying powers, 
there will be much trouble in Germany. 
Just as in Italy and Austria, Catholic 
politicians hiding behind the screen of 
“democratic” parties will try to confuse — 
the public by false charges to the effect 
that certain agreements or laws have — 
been violated. 


France Doubtful, Poland Free 

In France, the Vichy government 
made a great number of agreements 
with the Vatican (which after the war 
were to be incorporated into a concor- 
dat). Most of these agreements are still — 
valid. The French Catholic Party — 
(MRP), backed by the Vatican, the 
French Episcopate and the still vigorous 


are fighting tooth and nail to preserve 
the advantages gained by Vichy, espe- 
cially as regards the schools and univer- 
sities. “Who holds the souls of children, 
holds the nation,” goes a French saying. 
The only good news comes from Po- 
land. There the new Polish government 
has declared that during the war the 
Vatican, hand in glove with the Ger- 
mans, violated the Polish concordat by 
allowing German bishops to take care 
of Polish citizens. And the authorities in 
Warsaw have ample documentary proof 
of how far the Vatican went in aiding 
the reactionary and pro-fascist Polish 
cliques in London and in Italy. Even to- 
day more than fifty percent of the finan- 
cial assistance still given to the anti-Sem- 
itic remnants of the Anders army in 
Italy comes from Vatican sources. 
When the Warsaw government ter- 


remnants of the Two Hundred Families, — fansted the Cpacordae by dectee, the 


lish bishops countered by calling on the 
people to “remain faithful to the Pope.’ 
This quotation is taken from a report 1 in 
the New York Times, and appears t 
imply that the Church has gone over to 
open warfare against the government 
which in its opinion is “revolutionary.” 

This would be only natural, for all 
the concordats concluded in the eh a : 
twenty years in reality served only one 
purpose; to ally the Vatican State with | si y 
all those governments which, by their 
very fascist nature, were willing to wage 
a Holy War against “bolshevism,”’ 
term which is directed not only against 
Russia but against everything decent, — 
progressive and in the interest of the 
people evetywhete. Consequently, ‘there 
can be no peace in the world unless the — 
concordats with the former and present 
fascist states are abolished. 
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MY CREED 


No graven tablet carved on Sinai’s height 
Can hold the tenets of my faith, no scribe 
May trace on parchment by dim candle-light 
The wordless creed I live by, nor describe 
The deep and urgent tides that draw my craft 
From sheltered harbor to the open sea 


In quest of homes where men have cried and laughed 


And struggled through the darkness to be free. 
I cannot quote the dust of centuries 

Nor feel the pulse of life among the dead. 

I hear perforce the murmured litanies 

Of little children as they cry for bread, 

And find my creed incarnate in God's plan 


Unfolding through the dreams and hopes of man. 


—LEONARD HELIE 
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M* FELLOW CITIZEN, 


FRANCIS J. SPELLMAN'S CATHOLIC NEWS 


By LAWRENCE FERNSWORTH 


—This Catholic News, official organ of Monsignor Spellman, is like an 
open sepulchre in our midst, week after week emitting its foul and 
poisonous vapors, spreading hate in men’s hearts, with its “untrue, 
unjust and cruel” utterances. 


Monsignor 

Francis J. Spellman, archbishop 
of New York, said some time back in 
a Fourth of July speech at Fall River, 
Mass.: 

“There are some, and they are all 
too many, who are still endangering 
our country’s welfare and our country’s 
very existence by words of hate and 
acts of greed. Untrue, unjust and cruel 
things are said and done in the name 
of liberty; things that are shaking lib- 
etty from her sublime dominance in 
American life.” 

I thought at the time that if Mon- 
signor Spellman was intending to de- 
scribe the conduct of many of his clergy, 
including those who with his sanction 
speak from his cathedral’s pulpit; of 
the score or so of Roman Catholic jour- 
nals published in and within the shadow 


of his diocese: and in particular his 


own official diocesan organ, the Catho- 
lic News, he could not have used more 


well chosen words. 


I 
This Catholic News, official organ of 
Monsignor Spellman, is like an open 
sepulchre in our midst, week after week 
emitting its foul and poisonous vapors, 


spreading hate in men’s hearts, with 


its “untrue, unjust and cruel” utter- 
ances. 

I have on several occasions invoked 
my prerogative as a lay Catholic and a 


citizen to call Monsignor Spellman’s 


attention to this in perfectly correct if 
perhaps vigorous language—but lan- 
guage no more vigorous than he him-- 
self employed in the speech I have just 
quoted. I did not expect an acknowl- 
edgment, and received none. Long ago 
I resigned myself to the fact that my 
fellow citizens of high ecclesiastical — 
position like his own make it common — 
practice not to acknowledge letters” 
which call their attention to unpleasant — 
situations, in this pattern of conduct 
seeming to consider themsglves exempt 
from those ordinary rules of correct 
and courteous deportment which gov-— 
ern the relations between well-meaning — 
citizens and gentlemen. 


But as I read these and other utter- 
ances of my fellow citizen, Monsignor 
Spellman, in denunciation of the spread- — 
ing of hatred, and then perceive how he 
not only fails to apply this condemna- 
tion of hatred to his own press, but 
even gives it his nod of assent, I can- 
not help recalling the words of Him 
who so bitterly condemned all that did — 
not bring into effective relation the 
word and the deed, as: _ 

“This people draweth nigh unto me 
with their mouth and honoreth me 
with their lips; but their heart is far 
from me.” 

Or: 

“But their works they do for to be 
seen of men: they make broad their 


phylacteries and enlarge the borders of 
‘their garments.”’ 
Or again: £ 
“Woe unto you, scribes and Phari- 
: jsees, hypocrites! For ye are like unto 
)whited sepulchres, which indeed appear 


\beautiful outward but are within full 


of dead men’s bones and all unclean- 
ness!” 

4 Full of dead men’s bones. Full of 
“stench! Such is so much of this press 
within ~the archbishop’s ecclesiastical 
province. Such in particular is his own 
“diocesan organ, pouring out its unclean- 
‘) ness. 


II 
% Some time ago I wrote a letter on the 
jsubject of Monsignor Spellman’s dio- 
)cesan organ and sent it to the editor of 
the well-intentioned Catholic weekly, 
the Commonweal, whose good inten- 
tions I not only respect but would like 
4 to encourage. Perhaps I can do no bet- 
ter at this point than to quote the text 
Hof this letter, for it speaks for itself: 
I wrote: 
“I should think that every liberal 


Catholic, and that to my mind means. 


every decent Catholic, ought to be 
greatly disturbed by the campaign of 
hate which the general run of our Cath- 
olic press, and its news setvice, is un- 
loosing in this country. It seems that 
no matter where I go, and I travel 
around the Eastern seaboard quite a bit, 
every Catholic paper is.the same. 
“It is also a pity that it is the non- 
| Catholic press, Protestant and other- 
wise, that feels obliged to take the lead 
| in pointing to this situation. This, it 
| seems to me, is a work for Catholics— 
| in the main Catholic laymen. But they 
will have to attack the problem vigor- 
| ously, with great moral courage, and 
| be prepared to suffer the insults of this 


press, and those responsible for it, 
whose concepts of controversy seem to 
be on the level of those of a polecat. 

“To this point our liberal Catholics» 
seem to lack the courage that has char- 
acterized European liberal Catholics, 
who have never hesitated to call a halt 
on this sort of thing. But if our Amer- 
ican Catholics cannot be heard through 
their own press of liberal tendency, 
they have no remedy but to speak 
through the non-Catholic press. This, 
from the standpoint of Catholic free- 
dom of speech, is a great pity. 

“It is out of these considerations that 
I am handing you the enclosed letter 
on the subject of the Catholic press’ 
campaign of hate. I regret that it is 
somewhat lengthy. But it takes some 
space to document charges such as are 
contained in the beginning of my let- 
ter. And it seems to me that, no mat- 
ter how earnestly one tries to quote 
fairly, the opponents always come back 
with the charge that one has omitted 
something or -hasn’t quoted in full. 

“This campaign of hatred against 
Russia is already having the effect of 
endangering that peace which can only 
be cemented with Russian good will. 
I have before me a copy of the New 
York Post of August 21, wherein an- 
atticle by Thomas E. Healy, dated 
Vienna, tells of the animosity of Rus- 
sian soldiers toward the American. 
This, the Russians explained to him, 
was because our freedom of press has 
merély meant, in Russian eyes, that 
you have created an unfounded ani- 
mosity toward the Soviet Union.’” 

“The cortespondent adds: ‘Some- 
thing had better be done about this 
kind of thinking—and fasts 

While recognizing the good~ inten- 
tions of the Commonweal and of its 
editors, I have always felt that it was 
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excessively timid. It is too cautious— 
and perhaps also too well-mannered— 
to employ, under fair rules a speech 
comparable at least in vigor, to that of 
the anti-liberal Catholic press—though 
of course one would not have any lib- 
eral journal also imitate that press’ un- 
bridled utterances, lacking all concep- 
tion of fairness. And so its caution places 
it at a great disadvantage in a situation 
like this. 

The Commonweal’s caution, and I 
fear its timidity, induced its editors not 
to publish what I had to say, notwith- 
standing their very good intentions.. It 
would be unfair to the editors, and 
perhaps not very much to the point, to 
reveal their reply. 

But if that small fraction of the 
Catholic press which tries to take a 
liberal and comprehending line, and a 


line free from bigotry (this in the\ 


Commonweal is at least a tremendous 
gain), is still too cautious, or timid, or 
prudent, or what you will, to publish 
what Catholics have to say about situa- 
tions which can only be dealt with by 
forthright language which calls things 
by such names as good and grammatical 
and correctly used English requites, 
such Catholic writers have no alterna- 


tive but to seek publication elsewhere. 


III 


Now follows the letter which I sent 
to the Commonweal—with quotation 
marks omitted as unnecessary: 

Our Catholic press and its news ser- 
vice have given wide publicity to the 
recent words of Pope Pius XII ad- 
dressed to a group of American jour- 
nalists, wherein he adjured them to 
observe “‘fidelity in what you write and 
speak” and warned them against “‘aim- 
ing a mortal blow at the spirit of broth- 
erly affection which should exist be- 
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tween the children of the same Heav- 
enly Father,’ and against “gravely im 
perilling the peace by spreading false- 
hood and calumny.” 

To look at our Catholic press and i 
news sefvice one would think these 
admonitions were not meant for them 
Week after week the columns of this 
press are filled with uncontrolled, dis-¥ 
torted and bitterly partisan news through | 
which any gleam of truth with diffi- 7 
culty shines, if at all, and which only) 
serves to spread hatred and distrust q 
among men. The case is worsened, if 7 
possible, when we find this press em 
barked on a course of wrecking the® 
peace which responsible statesmen, led 7 
by our President, have been trying to 
build for the future. ; 

Week after week all during the war” 
papers like these were engaged in try-~ 
ing to drive a wedge between this 
country and our ally, Russia, heedless_ 
of the most solemn warnings of our 
trusted statesmen. They were heedless 
of such words as the late President 
Roosevelt addressed to Congress on last 4 
January 6: ' 

“The wedge that the Germans at: 
tempted to drive in Western Europ 
was less dangerous in actual terms of 
winning the war than the wedge which i 
they are constantly attempting to drive 
between ourselves and our allies. Every 
little rumor that is intended to weaken 
our faith in our allies is like an actual 
enemy agent in our midst... . you will 
find that every one of them bears the 
trademark ‘Made in Germany.’ ” 

If this press and those responsible for 
it had prevailed, the war would inevi- 
tably have been lost. Now that it is won, 
they continue to drive the wedge be- 
tween ourselves and our ally in peace. 


This state of affairs is the serious 
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concern of every honest-thinking Cath- 
olic. It should be of particular concern 
to you as the editor of a Catholic pub- 
lication which is reputed to represent 
liberal views. 

These are grave statements. It would 
be possible to fill not merely one but 
several volumes with evidence in jus- 
tification of them. A letter to the press 
is perforce limited in length and I 
shall attempt to give you merely such 
instances as are necessary and possible 
within the limits imposed. 

Turning merely at random to recent 
issues of the New York diocesan organ, 
the Catholic News, I find editorials 
under such headings as ‘‘More Soviet 
Duplicity” (June 23); “Moscow Again 
Appeased,” (July 21); “Living With 
Russia’’ (July 28); and so on. In addi- 
tion to editorials there are whole yards 
of this kind of poison in the ‘news’ 
columns. In the latest Catholic News 
at hand, August 11, I have measured, 
in single column inches, three yards, 
one foot and five inches of this stuff. 

The August 4 issue of this journal 
has an NCWC news service dispatch 
from Zurich quoting an “eyewitness” 
as stating that “some 80 percent of the 
women, including some nuns, were vio- 
lated’ when the Russians entered Ber- 
lin. No other correspondent seems to 
have discovered anything like this. How 
does this tally with the Pope’s admoni- 
tion that the press must not “accept 
information without sufficiently con- 
trolling its source,” or of giving “‘the 
truth and nothing but the truth insofar 
as he (the journalist) has been able to 
ascertain it’’! ; 

This press has the moral obligation of 
investigating grave charges like these 
before printing them, of presenting its 
evidence, or in the absence of evidence 
refusing to print them. This would be 
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mere routine with any responsible secu- 
lar newspaper. I say this as a responsible, 
newspaperman of more than 40 years 
of experience. 

May I cite just one editorial, four 
paragraphs long, to show the hate-gen- 
erating statements in which this press 
constantly indulges. It is entitled ‘‘Po- 
land’s Free Regime,’ in the Catholic 
News for August 4. Says one of its 
paragraphs: 

“All the world knows that President 
Roosevelt, Prime Minister Churchill 
and Premier Stalin decided at Yalta, 
at Stalin’s insistence, to repudiate the 
Polish regime, which all the world ex- © 
cept Russia accepted as the legitimate 
government of Poland...” 


Now the fact, by the cold record, is 
that all the world knows none of these 
several things. It presumes Messrs. 
Roosevelt and Churchill to have acted 
at Yalta in accordance with their in- 

“formed and conscientious judgment as 
honorable men. Statements like these 
must be substantiated or put down as 
slanderous aspersions on honorable 
men. 


Nor does all the world know that 
“all the world except Russia” accepted 
the London regime as legitimate. I can- 
not, for want of space, cite the evidence 
here to show how Polish political lead- 
ers, Polish generals, Polish intellectuals 
and impressive Polish masses did not 
think the London regime legitimate. 
Such countries as France, Holland, Bel- 
gium and so on refused to consider 
it legitimate when they recognized the 
Polish Provisional Government even 


before our own government and Eng- 
land. 


The editorial goes on to say that “all 
the world knows . . . that the Govern- 
ment in Exile was replaced by a pro- 
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- visional government under the Soviet 
regime.” The record on the contrary 
shows that responsible Polish leaders 
. and Polish citizens do not know this; 
nor a very considerable part of the 
world which prefers not to move within 
an orbit of passion and hate. 

May I cite merely as one of the 
leaders who does not know this Wicenty 
Witos, head of the Peasants’ Party, 
twice Premier of Poland in previous 
regimes, whom a press dispatch referred 
to as “the greatest living political fig- 
ure in Poland.” He is one of the tri- 
umvirate named to rule Poland in re- 
placement of the Presidency until the 
elections. 

Again says this editorial: 

“There was a provision for ‘free elec- 
tions’ following the establishment of 
the provisional government, but all the 
world knows that representatives of 
Great Britain and the United States are 
not even admitted to Poland.” 

This was stated on August 4. Yet in 
the beginning of June the Allies’ Com- 
mission of three was conferring with 
Polish leaders in Moscow. Earlier than 
that, in the beginning of April, Elbridge 
Durbrow, the U. S. expert on Poland, 
was in Moscow. The record shows that 
the situation respecting Poland was de- 
veloping normally and that up to that 
time, with Germany's surrender but a 
few weeks old, there was no question 
of our representation in Poland. 

Immediately after the new govern- 
ment was formed with our interven- 
tion, that government asked the United 
States and England to exchange ambas- 
sadors with it. On July 5 President 
Truman announced the appointment of 
Arthur Bliss Lane as our ambassador, 
with orders to go to Warsaw as soon as 
possible “‘accompanied by his staff.” 
Britain ordered the Hon. Robert Han- 


key to Warsaw, also accompanied by a 
considerable staff. 

This was on July 5, yet on August 4a 
Catholic newspaper tells its confiding 


readers that ‘“‘all the world knows that_ 
representatives of Great Britain and 
the United States are not even admit- 
ted to Poland.” . 

The Catholic News in its issue of 
August 11 turns its attention to the 7 
defense of Franco's regime in Spain. 7 
So we read: 

“The concentrated attack on Spain is } 
not spontaneous; it is engineered by | 
the Reds.” 

It was engineered by such men as 
the late President Roosevelt, by Mr. 
Churchill, the “Tory,” and by our own 7 
earnest and distinguished President, Mr. 
Truman. By the logic of the criterion 
above expressed these men are now 7 
“Reds.” : 

In his speech as a private member | 
on August 16 Mr. Churchill went out © 
of his way to say, speaking of the | 
Franco regime: “We are proud to be — 
the foe of tyranny in every land, 7 
whether it comes from the right or the © 
left, and to uphold the Potsdam dec- 
laration regarding Spain,” characteriz- — 
ing it with hearty approval as “that ~ 
most wounding and deliberately cal- 
culated declaration against that regime.’ 


This regime, which this editorial and | 
the Catholic press in general still so ~ 
blindly and so passionately defends, — 
was hit off in a nutshell by the Man- t 
chester Guardian on February 2 when it~ 
said in an editorial, that “his (Franco's) _ 
government is among the malignant 
forms of Fascism the United Nations 
are sworn not to tolerate.” 

The Guardian does not speak for 
“Reds.”’ It has made severe and legi- 
timate criticisms of certain aspects of 
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ussian political action. But it repre: 
ents the “spontaneous” fear of many 
no are interested only in a durable 
eace, and in procuring that no plague 
pot of contagion like Franco’s Spain 
“shall exist in the world anywhere. This 
‘Wis what men fought and died for. More- 
Yover, if I know anything at all about 
Christian principles, then I am obliged 
to say that such a statement as quoted 
"constitutes a grave offense against the 
first Christian law, the law of Charity, 
\jand against the commandment which 
forbids the bearing of false witness. 


The same .Catholic News editorial 
adds: 


“The American people are told that 
"§ Franco accepted the aid of Mussolini 
Yjand Hitler during the Spanish Civil 
War but are seldom told, except 
‘through the Catholic press, that long 
before that the loyalists not merely ac- 
cepted aid from the Soviet, but the 
Communists were the backbone of hos- 
tility to Franco.” 


Unconsciously the Catholic News 
here indicts the Catholic press, includ- 
ing itself. If the Catholic press states 
these things, it can only be because it 
has no respect for the truth; and if the 
secular press does not state them it 
must be because it has a certain respect 
for the truth which lies on the record, 
open to all. 


For the truth, by the record, is that 
the Republican government, which the 
Fascists conspired to overthrow, did 
not even have diplomatic relations with 
Russia before the rebellion; that it ar- 
rested such few Communists as Spain 
had, expelled them, imprisoned them 
and deported them to concentration 
camps in Africa. The fact also is that 
for two months after the revolt Russia 
declined to send a single arm or other 
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assistance to Republican Spain, while — 
Atalian planes were bound for Spain 
even before the rebellion started, with 
written instructions for rendering aid 
to Franco. : : 
The fact also is that Franco himself 
boasted of his actions of war as con- 
stituting “the first battles” of the war 
on the side of Mussolini and Hitler, 
with whom he had personal meetings, 
and with whom he repeatedly pro- 
claimed his solidarity. Lord Temple- 
wood, better known as Sir Samuel 
Hoare, he of the famous Hoare-Laval 
agreement and certainly no “red,” de- 
scribed on his return from Spain after 
Germany’s defeat how “Spain became 
in effect a German-occupied country in 
which the Gestapo ranged at will.” Our 
soldiers in Africa all knew, and it was 
published in their edition of the Stars 
and Stripes, how Axis planes based on 
the Spanish island of Majorca sank our 
ships and took the lives of our boys. 


Their resentment too is “spontane- 
ous,” and they are not “Reds.” If I un- 
derstand English at all, I don’t see how 
I can do anything else but regard the 
statement above as a slander against our 
men who offered their lives on African _ 
soil. 

~ Finally we have this from the same 
editorial: “He (Franco) was fighting - 
on the side of the angels.” ‘ 

Franco was fighting on the side of 
Hitler and Mussolini and boasted of it; 
boasted to Hitler that he would send a 
million Spanish fighting men to help 
him at the gates of Berlin “if there 
were one moment of danger.” 

From beginning to end, until there 
was question of saving his own miser- 
able hide, Franco in every way ranged 
himself on the side of our enemies. 

And this man, says Archbishop Spell- 


<1 ie oy /Welne 
‘ 


38 . " = a ak ‘ ae 


man’s diocesan organ, was ‘‘fighting on 
the side of the angels”! 

So long as our Catholic press in- 
dulges in this kind of conduct,.and ut- 
ters sentiments like these, it can have 
no cause for complaint when it, and 
those responsible for it, are accused of 
carrying on the struggle on the side of 
Fascists. This is exactly what they are 
doing. 

The Pope, in his admonition to the 
press, spoke truly when he said: “All 
the world shudders today to contem- 
plate the mass of misfortune that has 
overwhelmed it. May it not be traced 
back to the flood of error and false 
moral standards let loose by the written 
and spoken word of proud irreligious 
men?” 

He might have added: “‘All too often 
by proud irreligious men speaking in 
the name of religion.” 


IV 


Much more might have been added. 

Preceding this war almost the entire 
hierarchy and its press aligned itself 
with the isolationists. They derided sug- 
gestions of danger for us and openly 
discussed whether, if we got into the 
war, it would not be an “‘unjust’’ war, 
therefore an “illegal” war in which 
Catholics would be justified in refusing 


* to fight. This can be verified by anyone 


Who takes the trouble to consult this 
press of that period. 

Yet even in that day anyone who 
wanted to know could know of the 
aggressions which Nazi Germany was 
committing, not only on its neighbor- 
ing states, but against humanity. It was 
already engaged in a policy of “rule 
by slaughter,” as the Herald-Tribune 
so well put it in an able editorial on 
December 15, 1945. Just how exten- 
sively it was engaged was revealed at 
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‘the Neate war crimes trials. 
the testimony on December 14 hc 
that Dr. Wilhelm Hoettl, the Gestape 
chief ‘‘Jew catcher,” estimated the nur 
ber of slaughtered Jews at 6,000,006 
while Himmler, ‘doubtless concerne 
for his credit with Der Fuehrer, be 
lieved this total too low,’ as the edi 
torial put it. 4 

This campaign of “rule by slaughter, 
was an open secret to all who wished) 
to know it—even if all the horrible) 
truth was not known as it is now 
from the day Hitler came into powe 
Yet what shall we think of a pres 
which, seven years after Hitler took 
power, raised the question as to whethe 
a war to end this sort of thing woul 
not be “unjust’’? 


It was also true in that day-—and 4 
was being proclaimed with earnest andy 
passionate insistence by our President o 
that day, Mr. Roosevelt—that the wat 
which Hitler had started was aimed 
against us as the eventual victim. AIP. 
the world which wished to know it 
might have known that too. But this) 
hierarchy, speaking collectively and 
erally (with perhaps only two or three 
exceptions) blinded its eyes to that fact,” 


~ denounced preparedness, and continued) 


to speak of our eventual entry into 
war as “unjust.” . | 

But how true was the warning 
sounded. by President Roosevelt and 
other earnest Americans, who loved 
only their country and wished to de- 
fend it, has also been revealed at the 
war crimes trial. Among other evidence 
there produced was an official memo- 
randum dated October 29, 1940, found 
in the Nazi high command files, which 
said: | 

“Der Fuehrer is at present concerned” 
with the question of occupation of the 


tlantic isles with a view to prosecu- 
ion of the war against America at a 
ter date.” 

In view of their false prophecies, of 
he evidence of 6,000,000 human lives 
pf one race exterminated under the 
‘rule by slaughter,” and of the other 
illions, among them our own sons, 
ho have died in this war of aggression 
gainst which these false prophets 
ould have forbidden a proper pre- 
baredness for defense, one would think 
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they were disqualified forever from 
that leadership of their people in the 
field of world politics to which they 
aspire and concerning which they issue 
new Tooley-street style pronounce- 
ments, like that of November 17, 
wherein they accuse Russia of inviting 
a new war. 

In view of their record they and their 
press would hang their heads in shame, 
one would think. 

But shame is not in them. 
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7 A MODERN VIEW OF MYSTICISM 


By KENNETH LESLIE 


{The series of which the following article is the fust was writte 
in 1914 and is reproduced here with very minor changes. A copy 
of the manuscript is in the library of the University of Nebraska} 


What Is Mysticism? oe 


HE VIEW OF MYSTICISM here set forth 

is not the arbitrary or capricious 
view of one seeking novelty. It is a dis- 
tinctive view. It is called modern be- 
cause it has come to the front almost 
wholly within the past decade or two. 
When the Ritschlian school of theology 
was in the ascendant in Germany there 
was in most discussions on Mysticism 
a note of contemptuous hostility which 
it is hard to find in such discussions 
today. Even within the Ritschlian school 
itself there has been a change in this 
regard, and mystical phenomena are 
coming to be considered if with but 
little more understanding yet with a 
noticeable loss of complacency. 

Since such a book as Vaughan’s un- 
sympathetic Hours with the Mystics, 
which was published in 1880, there has 
appeared a succession of works, written 
from various standpoints, all vindicat- 
ing the essential elements of the mys- 
tic’s claim. One of the most important 
of these was Recejac’s Les fondements 
_ de la Connaissance Mystique (1897), 
which gave a new definition to Mys- 
ticism and therefore a new turn to the 
discussion. This work approached the 
subject from a philosophical point of 
view. Indeed the bulk of recent philo- 
sophical thinking is strongly tinged 
with Mysticism. For instance, the work 
even of such opposing thinkers as 
James and Royce of Harvard have this 
in common, that they both really favor 


Mysticism. The philosophy of Henri) 
Bergson has been approved or criticized 
as the case may be for the fact that 
it is based in a mystical intuition. And 
there can be no doubt that the other 
great philosopher of the hour, Rudolph 
Eucken, is one of the strongest cham- 
pions of this ‘modern’ Mysticism. 

From the professionally mystic point 
of view we have such books as Studies 
in Mystical Religion by Rufus Jones, the 
Quaker, Mysticism by Evelyn Underhill, 
a contemporary English mystic, and 
Cosmic Consciousness by a Canadia a 
writer, R. M. Bucke. 

Although each of these groups aa 
each individual in the groups has his 
own peculiar method and make of 
mind, yet there is distinguishable in all 
of them a spirit which is more or less 
unified and definite, and which is be- 
ginning to make itself felt in all de- 
partments of thought and life. 

R. W. Inge has developed this view, 
or something like it, in three books. 
His Christian Mysticism points out and 
discusses the mystical elements in the 7 
New Testament, and reviews from his 7 
own point of view the teachings of the 
great mystics of the Christian Church. 
Personal Idealism and Mysticism sets 
forth the author’s theological position 
in opposition to the Pragmatic and Vol 
untaristic tendencies of the present day. 
Another of his books, Faith and its 
Psychology, describes faith as the life- 
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‘movement of the soul in its approach to 
)God. Besides these he has written other 
‘studies of specific mystics or groups of 


which is noteworthy since it reveals the 
Jimportant part played in the history of 
Mysticism by a people commonly sup- 
posed to be not at all mystical in char- 
acter. 
| The fact that mystical phenomena 
", Jare found in so many different forms, 
Jin so many different religions, and 
“yamong such widely separated races, 
“}seems to confuse many students and to 
Jtempt them to very summary conclu- 
‘jsions; whereas the obvious conclusion 
}to be drawn from this fact seems to be 
"| that the adaptability and universality in 
“) Mysticism points merely to its funda- 


“Jency in human nature. And despite its 
"jalleged indefinable quality, the ease and 
“jaccuracy with which the mystical tem- 
per is recognized by ordinary people 
is surprising. The fact is, a great many 
ordinary people are full of the mystical 
temper themselves. 

Let us start out, then, with a tenta- 
tive definition. Let us say that Mysticism 
is the belief in that element in religion 
in which the life of God touches the 
life of man directly and without media- 
tion. The mystic, then, is he who be- 
lieves that he can attain and indeed 
actually does attain to that state of con- 
sciousness wherein he feels an influx 
of Divine energy into his soul, whereby 
he is set free from ordinary motives 
and causality, and is lifted into a sense 
describable only paradoxically as at 
once a sense of high independence of 
spirit and at the same time a sense 
of oneness with the Heart of the Uni- 
verse. 
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) mental character as a capacity and tend- 


But, you may say, this is simply re- 


ligion. Let us see. Religion certainly in- 
volves a transaction between man and 
God. But this transaction is carried on 
in different ways. It may be carried on 
through intermediaries, which may be 
either heavenly intermediaries such as 
intercessory saints, or earthly inter- 
mediaries such as symbols and sacra- 
ments and priests. On the other hand, 
it may be carried on in the above-men- 


tioned mystical manner without any in- 


termediaries. Now, in every specific re- 
ligion we find both of these methods. 
Usually, however, one or the other pre- 
dominates; and if the former predom- 
inates we call the religion formal and 
external, if the latter, then we call it a 
mystical religion. 

Now, we have given the name Mys- 
ticism to this belief in the ideal of a 
unitive life with God; and this ideal is 
found always the same and unchanged 
as the kernel of all systems of mystical 
philosophy, in all genuine religions, 
and in all mystical poetry. This seems 
to me to be the only way to. look at 
this subject in order to bring to it a 
greater harmony of treatment than has 
hitherto been reached. For the discus- 
sion of Mysticism today is often char- 
acterized by a loose application of 
terms. Those who write against it often 
identify it with some form of Pantheism 
and Quietism, and attack it under the 
cover of these. The apologists, on the 
other hand, usually begin by disposing 
of these phenomena as aberrant tenden- 
cies which do not constitute the true 
spirit of Mysticism or at any rate not 
the whole of Mysticism. The truth of 
the matter is that although the mystical 
spirit may have found expression in 
some pantheistic system or other, it is 
wholly wrong to identify it with this 
system. We may go further and say that 
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Inge. “Religious Mysticism, 
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it is wholly wrong to identify it with 
any system ancient or modern which for 
a time may bear it witness in the world 
of thought. We cannot pigeon-hole it 
with any specific tendency or period of 
philosophy or theology. It will not co- 
incide with any system of doctrine or 
practice, past or present. And this 1s 
why it has come to the front and is a 
live issue in present-day discussion. And 
from what has been said it will be also 
evident that we cannot expect any inter- 
pretation of Mysticism to be its perfect 
and adequate expression for all time. 
It is none the less necessary, however, 


for us to look about for an interpreta- , 


tion which will give it its due in our 
own time. It is imperative in every age 
that the mystic value be conserved in 
the characteristic and typical thought of 
that age. 

Before going on.to an attempted vin- 
dication of our initial definition, it may 
be well to examine briefly another like 
unto it, namely, the definition by Dr. 
” says Inge, 
“may be defined as the attempt to real- 
ize the presence of the living God in 
the soul and in nature, or, more gen- 
erally, as the attempt to realize, in 
thought and feeling, the immanence of 
the temporal in the eternal, and of the 
eternal in the temporal.” (W. R. Inge, 
Christian Mysticism, p. 5.) This defini- 
tion is on the face of it ambiguous. It 
all hinges on what he means by “the 
attempt to realize.’’ If he means by this 
phrase the attempt to discover or under- 
stand or bring home to one’s self the 
fact of the mutual immanence of the 
temporal and the divine, then those 
would be right who say that this so- 
called Mysticism.is not Mysticism at 
all. It would be a conclusion brought 
about by study and reflection upon na- 
ture and society; and this is philosophy, 
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whereas Mysticism is the inspiratior 
and completion of philosophy. Mor 
light is thrown upon this definition 
when we are told later that as a type of 
religion Mysticism rests upon the fol: 
lowing propositions: 

“The soul can see and perceive.” 

“Man, in order to know God, must} 
be a partaker in the Divine nature.” 
“Without holiness no man may see} 
the Lord.’ ” 

“Our guide on the upward path, the 
true hierophant of the mysteries of God 
is love.” \(W. R. Inge, Christian Mys- 
ticism, pp. 6, 7, 8.) 

Without discussing these here, and 
going back to the definition, we see that 
the ‘‘attempt to realize” must mean the 
attempt to make real in ourselves, im 
our own inner experience, the oneness 
of man and God, and therefore the im 
manence of the temporal in the eterna 
and of the eternal in the temporal. This, 
then, makes it the true Mysticism, ac- 
cording to our first definition; and it 
will be our task to show that this 
squares with the central teachings and 
life-message of the. great mystics rec 
ognized as such throughout the world. 
The question is: Can we do it? 


The nature of this question to whi 
of necessity our discussion is narrowed 
at this stage indicates the real proble 
of Mysticism at the present time. For 
it must be repeated that in order to 
gain a new and more favorable view” 
of Mysticism it must be redefined and 
recanvassed in the light of history. 
After we have properly defined our 
subject, and have agreed upon our defi- 
nitions, then we may proceed to dis- 
cuss its relation to the general search 
after truth. We must know what we are 
talking about before we discuss whether 
or not it is worth talking about. 
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HE FUNDAMENTAL PROBLEM ot 
Spain today may be stated as follows: 
“Generalissimo Francisco Franco repre- 
}ents what is essentially Axis capital. 
or this reason, and because of the 
Wrowth of the resistance movement 
within Spain, his position is untenable 
n the long run: This poses a big ques- 
ion for the reactionaty interests in 
“Great Britain and the United States. 
Wf Franco must go, they ask, how can 
we manage to have him removed in 
™ way that will not affect the pres- 
‘Sent and long-range interests of Anglo- 
American investors? If Falangismo is 
doomed, how can we prevent the genu- 
inely popular forces from taking ovet 
forces which would be friendly to 
ussia but hostile to foreign big busi- 
‘Fness capital with its record of appeas- 
‘ing and backing Franco? 
These Anglo-American forces of ap- 
peasement—whose dilemma Spanish 
Republicans used to define as ‘Show to 
make Spain safe for Fascism without 
Franco’ — represent important vested 
interests in Spain. 

British investments in the Rio Tinto 
|mines and in Bilbao foundries are of 
long standing. The extent of American 
economic expansion in Spain is not as 
i} well-known. The French weekly L’Eco- 
nomie gives the following survey in its 
issue of June 21, 1945: 
| “An agreement reached between the 
Hispano-American Bank and the Ur- 
4) quijo Vascongada put under American 
x] control a part of Spanish heavy indus- 
| try, including the Sociedad de Con- 
| strucciones Navales with a capital of 
| 150 million pesos. By the same agree- 
| ment Standard Oil acquired German 


patents and controls now the Com- 
pafiia Espanola de Petrdéleos. Contracts 


have been signed with the textile plants . 


of Catalonia which are to be supplied 
with raw material from the United 
States . . . Franco’s experts and the 
American missions worked out a pro- 
gram, according to which: 

1) the Spanish railways should be 
reequipped and electrified; 

2) the telephone network should 
be extended; 

3) the development of Spanish 
aviation should be fostered and new 
airports built; 


“4) the installation of Spanish ports ~ 


should be modernized; 

5) the machinery of the Spanish 
mining industry should be renewed, 
involving American participation in 
some of the undertakings, such as the 
potash mines in the region of Bar- 
celona.” 

The Hispano-American Bank, men- 
tioned above, was one of the main chan- 
nels used by Nazis to save their capital. 
Many of the shares of this Spanish bank 
have beert acquired recently by Amer- 
ican interests. Handing part of the Nazi 
capital in Spain to American big busi- 
ness in order to save the remainder ap- 
pears to be Franco’s policy. One of his 
agents in executing this policy is Demet- 
rio Carceller, his former Minister of In- 
dustry and Commerce, whose shoe fac- 
tory in Alcoy used to ship its entire out- 
put to Germany, who is the commis- 
sioned agent of a big textile trust of 
Catalonia—Trust Munoz, and who is 
the main shareholder in the Compania 
Naval de Levante of Valencia which was 
started with ten ships requisitioned in 
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Norway by the Germans and handed 
over by them to Carceller. Carceller is 
reported to have had repeated talks with 
representatives of Standard Oil and im- 
portant American air companies. 

It is against this background, which 
put Franco in a position to emulate 
Perén in Argentina in playing off Brit- 
ish against American interests and vice- 
versa, that the establishment of the 
Spanish Government-in-Exile should be 

Seen. 


The Government-in-Exile 
The Spanish Government-in-Exile 
was formed to symbolize the legal con- 
tinuity of the Republic and create a 
rallying center for all anti-Franco forces. 
Its composition was as follows: 
President ad interim of the Republic: 


Diego Martinez Barrio (Republican 
Union) ; 
Premier: José Giral (Republican 
Left) ; 


Forezgn Affairs: Fernando de los 


Rios (Socialist) ; 


Justice: Alvaro de Albornoz (Re- 
publican Left) ; 

Finance: Augusto Barcia (Repub- 
lican Left) ; 


National Defense: Juan Hernandez 
Sarabia (Republican Left) ; 

Gobernacioén (i.e. Home Affairs): 
Manuel Torres Campafia (Republican 
Union) ; 

Industry and Navigation: 
Irujo (Basque Nationalists) ; 

Education: Miguel Santalo (Repub- 
lican Left of Catalonia) ; 

Emigration and Labor: 
Gomez (Socialist) ; 

Agriculture: José Leyva (Anarchist) ; 

Public Works: Horacio Martinez 
_ Prieto (Anarchist) ; 

Ministers without portfolio: Angel 
Osorio y Gallardo (Independent Catho- 


Manuel 
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lic Republicans), Nicolau D’Olwei 
(Republican Action of Catalonia). 
The backgrounds of two members 
of this team are very significant. Fer- 
nando de los Rios was Spanish Ambas- 
sador in Washington when the coup of 
British-sponsored Col. Sigismundo Cas- 
ado administered the final stab in the 
back to the Spanish Republic. Don Fer- 
nando put himself at the disposition 
of Col. Casado, despite instructions to 
the contrary from the Spanish Repub- 
lican Government. Here is a statement 
by him which casts light on his atti- 
tude toward Russia: “The entry of th 
Red Army into Berlin in advance of 
the Anglo-American armies creates ’ 
problem for all men of liberal con 
science.’ q 
. Then there is Trifén Gomez who’ 
was also an ardent follower of Col. Cas- 
ado and is charged with having been 
on friendly terms with the Vichy 
régime in France. 


Prieto’s Role i 

But the outstanding personality of . 
the Government-in-Exile—despite the 
fact that he holds no cabinet post—is 
former War Minister Indalecio Prieto, 
the political boss of De los Rios and 
Gomez. There is no man in the Span- 
ish emigration whose responsibility for 
the disunity of the anti-Franco forces 
matches that of Prieto. Wherever 
Prieto treads, disunity. pervades the 
ranks of Spanish Republicans. Prieto 
first split his own party, the Spanish 
Socialists, who are now divided: into 
two, bitterly-warring factions: the prie- 
tistas, headed by Prieto, and the negri- 
nistas, headed by Juan Negrin, the last 
Premier of Republican Spain. Spain’s 
central labor organization, the UGT 
(Union General de Trabajadores—Gen- 
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“eral Workers’ Union) rallied workers 


belonging to the Socialist, Communist 


tjjand different Republican parties. Prieto 
‘did his best to split it and established 


a rival UGT Committee headed by his 
lieutenant, Belarmino Tomas. The split 
within the ranks of the Republican Left 


¥) Party is also due to the fact that one of 
its sectors refuses to endorse Prieto’s 


divisive stand. 
What is Prieto’s policy? It is that 


{Franco should not be removed force- 


fully but induced to quit peacefully by 


“reaching an understanding with him. 


Prieto is strongly opposed to ousting 
Franco in a way which would involve 
the arming of the Spanish people. He 
holds that Franco should be removed 
by such diplomatic and political in- 
trigues—as opposed to popular struggle 
—as would prevent any turning toward 
the Left in Spain. Néver permit a Spain 
in which organized labor and the Com- 
munist Party would play a leading role 
—this is the principle on which Prieto 
has built his reputation as the No. 1 
anti-Communist of the Spanish emigra- 
tion. It is not by chance that one of his 
closest lieutenants is Luis Araquistain, 
an enemy of the Soviet Union. 


Negrin and the Spanish Underground 

It is no wonder that the Government- 
in-Exile, with Prieto as its “eminence 
grise,” did not include representatives 
of the mast militantly anti-Franco 
forces, such as: 

1) The group of former Premier 
Juan Negrin. Negrin’s policy is the very 
opposite of that of Prieto. While Prieto 
admittedly gambles on disunity be- 
tween Russia and the Anglo-Saxon 
powers, Negrin is friendly to Russia 
and a partisan of close cooperation be- 
tween the Soviets and the West. Negrin 
advocates a government integrating all 
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genuinely anti-Franco forces, including 
the Communists. He stands for the 
ruthless. extermination of Franco's 
Falangist regime and is irreconcilably 
opposed to any compromise with it. _ 

2) The Spanish Communist Party, 
which played a prominent part in the 
Civil War and which commands the 
allegiance of the majority of Spain’s 
politically active workers. Its General 
Secretary is Dolores Ibarruri, the fa- 
mous ‘La Pasionaria” of the Spanish 
Civil War who resides in Paris where 
she recently arrived from Moscow. 

3) The UGT, which controls the 
majority of Spanish organized labor 
and which is headed by Ramdén Gon- 
zalez Pefia, a Socialist and former Min- 
ister of Justice of the Spanish Re- 
public; 

4) The Junta Suprema de Union 
Nacional, organ of the underground in 
Spain which rallies all forces of genu- 
ine opposition to Franco. 

But does responsibility lie with the 
Left for not being represented in the 
Government-in-Exile? By no means. As 
a matter of fact, the Left gave substan- 
tial assistance to its formation while 
Prieto did his best to hamper it from 
the very beginning. For instance, the 
election of the provisional President 
took place in a joint meeting of all 
political sectors. In order to obtain the 
resignation of Premier Negrin, Mar- 
tinez Barrio pledged himself to form 
a Cabinet of National Unity. Later he 
permitted his pledge to be violated. 
This was due to Prieto, who had his 
own Junta de Liberacién and did not 
like the idea of a government-in-exile 
which might not be as easily controlled. 
When he saw he could not prevent the 
formation of such a government, he 
adopted the tactic of “‘supporting” it 
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on the condition that neither Negrin 
nor the Communists be included. 

Even after the formation of this cab- 
inet, the Left adopted a tolerant atti- 
tude of “wait and see.” It refrained 
from outright attacks on the Govern- 
ment; only pointing out that to con- 
vert it into a real instrument for fighting 
Franco, its base would have to be sub- 
stantially widened. Both President Mar- 
tinez Barrio and Premier Giral repeat- 
edly pledged themselves to reconstruct 
the cabinet. But—so their argument 
ran—this must wait until the sessions 
of the Cortes (the Spanish Parliament) , 
scheduled for November 7. Once the 
Government was voted confidence by 
the Cortes, its authority would be firmly 
established and there would be no 
longer any objection to the entry of 
the Left. 


Alternatives in Appeasement 

Prior to the sessions of the Cortes, 
the general feeling was that something 
was going on behind the scenes. This 
feeling was based on the following 
facts: 

1) It was reliably known that Prieto 
was in close contact with Spanish right- 
ists, such as Miguel de Maura, leader 
of the Spanish Conservative Repub- 
licans, linked by family ties to Ger- 
many’s pro-Nazi aristocracy and who 
moved freely around in France during 
the entire Vichy period, never molested 
by the Germans who busily hunted 
down all bona fide Republicans; and 
Gil Robles, trustee of the Vatican and 
the leader of the CEDA (Confedera- 
ci6n Espanola de Derechas—Confedera- 
tion of the Spanish Right), who lived 
in Portugal. Their idea was to replace 
Franco—of his own accord or ‘by a 
coup of the Monarchists, whose main 
prop within the Spanish Army is Gen- 


eral Kindelan—by a Provisional Junta 
to be composed by Maura, Gil Robles 
and Prieto. The Junta would then estab- | 
lish a “‘constitutional’”” monarchy with’ 
Prieto as Premier, | i 

2) But Prieto had another iron in’ 
the fire too. Suffering from some ail-— 
ment, he spent weeks in the sanatorium 
of Dr. Castroviejo in New York. Dr. 
Castroviejo is a well-known Falangist 
specialist, and it was perhaps not mere 
coincidence that, following Prieto’s stay | 
in New York, Franco stated on October 
25 in Toledo that if the opposition 
would adopt a friendlier attitude, he’ 
would be willing to accept any “hong 
orable’” proposition in accordance with 
his Catholic “faith and anti-Communist | 
principles.”” The Falangist press, prior 
to the statement of Franco, had found) 
words of praise for Prieto’s hispanism. 

3) The negotiations of Fernando de 
los Rios in Washington were another | 
cause for suspicion. After his return to 
Mexico, De los Rios reportedly ‘insisted’ 
upon the continued exclusion from the 
Government-in-Exile of the group of 
Negrin and the Communists as a means. 
to retaining the good-will of influential 
Anglo-American circles. De. los Rios 
was also reported to be advocating that 
the Spanish people be given an oppor-_ 
tunity to decide by a plebiscite whether 
they prefer the Falange, the Republic 
or the Monarchy. With or without jus- 
tification, it is believed that this plan 
is viewed favorably in London and 
Washington. 

4) Hoy, the organ of the Popular 
Socialists. of Cuba, disclosed that at- 
tempts were being made to induce Cu- 
Ban President Grau San Martin to 
mediate between Franco and the Gov- 
ernment-in-Exile. According to the 
labor newspaper E] Popular in Mexico, 
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(a newly designated cardinal) and the 
to-Falangist daily Diario de la Mar- 
ma. The idea is that a plebiscite should 


me all 
itiugffanco, it is reputed, would accept the 
‘i Dfoutcome of such a plebiscite. 
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There ,was no doubt that a united 
front of Anglo-American appeasers, the 
Vatican, the Monarchists and the Fal- 
ange was out to prevent the resurgence 
of a popular republic in Spain. The 
spread of this conviction was such that 
many organizations of Spanish Repub- 
licans sent protests to the Government- 
in-Exile against any understanding 
with Franco and/or the restoration of 
the monarchy. 

Fake Resistance Movement 

On the eve of the meeting of the 
Cortes, Premier Giral made a statement 
to the effect that he no longer favored 
reconstruction of the cabinet. As a 
corollary to this, he asserted, in his 
speech of introduction before the 
Cortes, that his government maintains 
the closest contact with the Spanish 
underground and that the latter, like 
the two labor confederations, the UGT 


| and the CNT (Confederacién Nacional 


de Trabajo—National Labor Confed- 
eration) controlled by the Anarchists, 


| is represented in his cabinet. 


This assertion of Giral is a bold lie. 
It casts light however on one of the 
Most sinister maneuvers employed 
against the Spanish resistance move- 


‘| ment. : 


The strength of the Spanish Left lies 
in the fact that it acts in co-ordination 
with those who lead the underground 
struggle in Spain within the framework 
of the Junta Suprema de Union Na- 
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cional. No government-in-exile can 
have a strong moral position while the 
Left is justified in claiming what 
amounts to a monopoly of contact with 
the forces of internal resistance in 
Spain. 

Therefore a fake resistance move- 
ment had to be created and was cre- 
ated. It was baptized the Alianza Na- 
cional de Fuerzas Democraticas. (Na- 
tional Alliance of Democratic Forces— 
ANFD). It did not come to life in 
Spain, but was organized in France with 
the exclusive objective of jeopardizing 
the efforts of the Junta Suprema and 
atomizing the resistance into warring 
factions. There are strong indications 
that its agents have been smuggled into 
Spain with the help of the Falange. At 
least one of them is in close contact 
with very influential British circles in 
Madrid. The connivance of the Falange 
appears to be warranted by the fact that 
two leaders of the ANFD in Catalonia 
were revealed to be paid tools of the 
Segunda Bis, the Falangist version of 
France’s Deuxiéme Bureau. Eyewitnesses, 
now in South America, tell. of seeing 
ANFD posters put on walls in the cen- 
ter of Madrid under the benevolent eyes 
of Falangists. 

This mala fide resistance movement 
is what Giral referred to so proudly 
when mentioning his alleged contacts 
with the Spanish underground. 

Nor was his statement that Spanish 
organized labor is represented in the 
Government-in-Exile warranted. Trifén 
Gomez represents only the small 
prietista fraction of the UGT. The situ- 
ation with regard to the two Anarchist 
ministers (José Leyva and Horacio Mar- 
tinez Prieto) is even worse. Both are 
alleged to represent the CNT and to 


. have belonged to the so-called “under- 
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ground’ in Spain. However, they had 
not yet arrived in Mexico when the 
authentic CNT, in an official statement 
addressed to President Martinez Barrio 
and Premier Giral, declared that they 
do not represent the Anarchists. 

The real role of these makeshift 
resisters becomes clearer when we take 
into account the statement on Septem- 
ber 9 of General Kindelan to the 
Madrid correspondent of the Interna- 
tional News Service, that ‘the move- 
ment of restoration relies now on the 
backing of the Socialists (obviously 
reference to the prietistas), the Repub- 
licans, the szndicalistas (1.e., the An- 
archists) and even those of the Left 


(2).” 


Prieto Comes Into the Open 

_ On the second day of the sessions of 
the Cortes, Prieto rose to speak. He 
cast doubt upon the constitutional 
authority of President Martinez Bar- 
rio; enunciated that the Spanish prob- 
lem is eminently an international one, 
and finally said: “Beyond the Republic, 
we love Spain. If this government and 
the institutions of the Republic were to 
lose their vitality and some other pos- 
sible solution emerge, we say in all 
loyalty and frankness: we would sup- 
port such a solution in order to save 
Spain.” 

Prieto’s unexpected attack pursued at 
least two possible objectives. If he suc- 
ceeded in producing a division suff- 
cient to cause the fall of the Govern- 
ment, he would help destroy thereby 
all the institutions of Republican Spain 
and the international authority of the 
Cortes, the Government-in-Exile and 
the Presidency of the Republic. But if 
the Government would not take up 
his challenge, it would be admitting, 
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that it had no alternative but to 
come the tool of his policy of co 
promise with Franco. 

A member of the Negrin group and_ 
a mouthpiece of the dissidents of the 
Republican Left immediately rushed to 
the defense of the Republic and as- 
sured the Government of their support 
against any attempts to liquidate the 
republican institutions. “Spain and the 
Republic are identical concepts for us! 
No plebiscite and no negotiations!” 
This was the gist of their speeches. No. 
Communist spoke but it was understood 
that they saw eye to eye with the speak=)| 
ets on essential points. At this time 
Giral had an excellent opportunity to 
reconstruct his cabinet and oust the: 
prietistas. Even numerically the sup- 
port of Negrin, the dissident Repub-; 
licans and the Communists would have - 
made up amply for that of Prieto. But 
nothing of this kind happened. Giral, 
apparently chose the second alternative. 
The sessions of the Cortes closed with~, 
out the slightest reaction from Giral te 
Prieto’s speech. 

Following this, the outlines of the 
scheme came into sharper focus thar 
ever: 

1) Premier Giral, in an interview | 
granted to the reporter of the Mexican 
news magazine Tiempo, admitted tha’ 
Foreign Minister Fernando de los Rios 
had informed the cabinet of the efforts 
of Cubans for mediation. 

2) Prieto, in a public statement pub: 
lished in the Mexican morning paper, 
Excelsior, admitted explicitly: “My idea, 
is to hold a plebiscite under the super. , 
vision of the Latin American countries , 
the sister nations of Spain; but this is; 
not the only solution, there might be, 
others too.” 

3) Faced by such irrefutable proofs 
of the conspiracy of Prieto to come te} 
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erms with Franco, Giral, instead of 
‘q_pdopting measures to counter Prieto’s 
nove, sent the latter’s intimate, Fer- 
nando de los Rios, to meet Premier 
ttlee in Washington. It is widely be- 
Jieved that De los Rios’ mission was 
,jonnected with the plan for a plebiscite 
}nd/or other similar ‘‘peaceful solu- 


Thereupon Negrin and his partisans 
,»a November 13 addressed an Open 
etter to President ad-interim Martinez 
arrio, in which they charged the Gov- 
tnment-in-Exile with pursuing an am- 
\piguous, dual policy: that of resistance 
0 Franco in words but of capitulation 
n fact. Negrin and his group announced 


nitfend the Republic and its institutions 
2 y means they might find convenient. 
President Martinez Barrio remained 
ilent. His silence could only be inter- 


HIRD among the four major political 
groups emerging in Japan prior to 
fhe elections scheduled for 1946, the 
sit !’Bocial Democratic (or Labor) Party in- 
ppMtludes several factions running from 
ightist to near-Communist. It is of par- 
icular interest to Americans because the 
uch-publicized Christian leader, Toyo- 
i tis Shiko Kagawa, is described as its ‘‘guid- 
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Dr. Toyohiko Kagawa is well-known 
church and cooperative circles in the 
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preted as indicating his refusal to break 
with Prieto. Hence the Spanish emigra- 
tion appeared to be irremediably divided 
into two opposing camps: the partisans 
of a “‘pacific’’ solution, i.e., compro- 
mise with Franco; and those who flatly 
reject capitulation and wish to wage a 
relentless fight until the final and com- 
plete extermination of Falangismo. 
While Giral has revived talk of broad- 
ening the base of the government and 
opposed a plebiscite, the situation was 
substantially unchanged with the dawn 
of 1946. 

In the race for the legacy of Franco, 
the Vatican is seeking to create a Span- 
ish version of the Catholic People’s 
Party of Austria. This task has been en- 
trusted to Jesuit Father Angel Herrera y 
Oria, educator of many reactionary poli- — 
ticians such as Gil Robles and Alberto 
Martin Artajo (Franco’s Foreign Minis- 
ter). Since Herrera has operated behind 
the scenes he is not too openly compro- 
mised by collaboration with Franco. 

Reaction does not intend that Franco 
should leave a ‘political yacuum’’ when 
he -resigns. 


United States. He is a graduate of 
Princeton Theological Seminary, and 
has lectured both in the States and 
Canada. Numerous books by him have 
been translated in English, and a num- 
ber of biographical books about him 
have been published. 

His reputation: as -a Christian, a. 
pacifist, believer in cooperatives and one 
who braved Japanese official displeas- 
ure by firm adherence to principle, 
would seem to point him out as a 
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“natural” for leadership in troubled 
Japan—a leader in whom American 
Christians could have confidence, not 
to mention the disabused millions in 
his homeland. 

Yet certain things are known about 
his career prior to Pearl Harbor and 
since which indicate that such con- 
fidence might be misplaced. 

* * : * 

In September, 1940, it was reported 
from Japan that Dr. Kagawa had been 
arrested on charges of violating the 
military code, A sympathetic headline 
in the States read: “Gandhi of Japan 
Put Under Arrest.’’ He was released 
some nine days later. This treatment 
compares oddly with the years of im- 
prisonment and torture inflicted on 
known anti-fascist fighters. 

In May, 1941, he was in New York 
and gave an interview. The soothing 
headlines in the New York Times for 
May 15 read: “‘JAPANESE CHRISTIANS 
DiscouNnT U. S. War. Dr. KAGAwa, 
EVANGELIST HERE WITH RELIGIOUS 
GROUP, Is SURPRISED AT OuR FEAR.” 

According to this interview, Dr. 
Kagawa “‘asserted: that there was not 
nearly as much talk of war among 
Japanese people as he found here.” 

But when war finally broke out, 
Kagawa was once again in Japan. In 
April, 1942, Domez quoted him as say- 
ing that: “Among Japanese Christians 
Prayers are being said daily for an early 
conclusion of the war and the restora- 
tion of peace throughout the world.” 
These prayers were said to be in re- 
sponse to an appeal by Dr. Stanley 
Jones (famous missionary and author), 
cabled a week before Pearl Harbor. 

At this point, it might have been 
thought that further information about 
Dr. Kagawa could only have come from 
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Japanese sources. This was not the case. 
On November 11, 1942, a ‘Letter te 
Kagawa” by John Haynes Holmes was 
publishéd in the Christian Century 
This had been read as the sermon of the 
morning at the University of Chicage) 
Chapel, on Sunday, November 1, 1942) 
and ran in part: 

“It is this prospect of losing every’ 
thing which mankind holds preciou: 
in an engulfing flood of hate tha/ 
prompts me, my dear Kagawa, to thi 
writing of this letter. Is there nothiny 
which you and I can do to stay thi; 
flood? . » 

“First of all, we must love ov) 
countrymen. We would not be of the 
strange company of persons who undes" 
stand and sympathize with and defen/| 
every country but their own. For lovy 
like charity, begins at home. This is th: 
reason why you made it plain at thé 
outbreak of this war, that you wou’ 
not oppose the war, but would minist«4 
to your countrymen who were i! 
victims.” 


* * * * 

This opinion that Kagawa would mf 
oppose the war appears to have bee’ 
correct. 
Dr. Kagawa delivered a number +} 
broadcasts on the Tokyo radio, a fe, 
which was first made known to t | 
American public by a short item 
Newsweek. This in turn was quoted ! 
full, and his action defended, by t 4 
Christian Century. 


Fortunately, however, it is not nec® 
sary to determine exactly what broz) 
casts were delivered by Dr. Kagawa | 
understand his political position, |} 
cause a number of direct quotatic) 
were obtained recently by newsmen. ‘ft 


In the September 24 issue of T7 i 
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tds of the correspondent: 

“I remarked that he (Dr. Kagawa) 
d been reported as making anti- 
S. propaganda. Instantly he an- 


ericans said that when America won 
would become Premier of Japan.’ 
this was a reference to an alleged 
ymerican radio broadcast—P. H. G.) 
jhat made me and all Japanese Chris- 


paid America must return to the spirit 
j Abraham Lincoln. I was sorry I had 
come down from international Chris- 
nity to national Christianity. I had 

choice . . . the atomic bomb was 
her a terrible thing, but it also shows 
w much Japan fell behind i neglect- 


i culture and science. 
For love 
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pgawa's basic political inclinations. 
cording to Gottfried, he said of for- 
pr Prince Naruhiko Higashi Kuni, “He 
|very liberal... .” 

It so happens that this ‘“‘liberal’”’ 
gashi Kuni has a different reputation 
other quarters. Indeed, he was placed 
vh on the Chinese list of war crim- 


"did, “Chiang Kai- shek is we He 
ms over Japan. He said: ‘We shall 
rat the Japanese people as friends.’ 
Japanese intellectuals respect Chiang. 
wish Soviet leaders would behave like 
iang. The Japanese were beaten to 
,je absolute limit, yet he shows hu- 
anitatianism. A good thing.” And 
rain, “I believe in General MacArthur 
4d his spiritual life. In some respects 


he is winning us by being generous.” 

Another account of an_ interview 
given to Gerald R. Thorp (son of a 
clergyman, and correspondent of the 
Chicago Daily News with our forces in 
Tokyo) appeared in the Christian Cen- 
tury of September 26, and was still 
more informative. 

This quotes Dr. Kagawa as saying 
that he had gone on the radio, “not to 
protect the militarists of Japan, but to 
protect the Christian Church. I do not 
like America*to conquer Japan because 
this is my country... When ten million 
people lose their homes you can’t be a 
pacifist . . . we had to defend ourselves.” 

The Christian Century then goes on 
to point out, ““To the American corre- 
spondent he repeatedly declared his 
conviction that Japan had been the only 


’ free nation in Asia and the only bul- 


wark of that half of the world against 
‘domination by the white races.’”’ Fi- 
nally the Emperor was described as be- 
ing, “surrounded by bad advisors and 
misled by them.” 


Such statements, of course, differ in 
no way from the wartime Japanese fas- 
cist slogans. Japan, the country of down- 
trodden peasants and workers, was al- 
ways represented as the only free 
country in the Orient. And naturally, 
the Co-Prosperity Sphere for Greater 
East Asia was always pictured as the 
bulwark of the Asiatic races against 
white imperialism. Similarly, his de- 
fense of the Emperor put him in the 
same class with the most discredited 
chauvinists. 

Dr. Kagawa’s self-identification with 
such ideology is of more than passing 
interest to Americans. 

The danger is that a sadly confused 
Kagawa will be used as a convenient 
front by reactionaries. 


AN ANTISEMITE IN ARGENTINA 


By REV. ALEKSY PELYPENKO 


{Violence against the Jewish people in Buenos Aires by the jollowe 
of Col. Juan D. Peron has highlighted the use of anti-Semitism | 
Argentine fascists. Prominently displayed in the bookstores of Buen 
Aires is an inexpensive Spanish translation of Henry Ford’s am 
Semitic book, The International Jew. Much has been written about the 
Protocols of the Elders of Zion and about the introduction of thete 
forged documents into European and North American countries, b 
this article by Rev. Aleksy Pelypenko is the fwst authentic story of # 
introduction of the Protocols into Latin America—The Editor} 


ICOLAI MAKSIMOVITCH, former Cap- 

tain of the Czarist Black Sea Fleet, 

was a sower of modern anti-Semitism 
in South America. 

I first met him accidentally in May, 


1938, at which time he presented me- 


- with a copy of a book, E/ Israel Trium- 
phante, which bore his name as author. 
When I took time to read his work, I 
became interested in asking him ques- 
tions. In subsequent conversations I 
learned much. 

El Israel Triumphante has a power- 
ful effect upon a reader. As I went 
through it I found myself incited against 
the Jews in spite of an unwillingness to 
_ entertain such feeling. As one reads 
further in the book, such feeling is aug- 
mented and transformed into a violent 
hatred and a lust to avenge oneself for 
the crimes which are alleged to have 
been perpetrated against Christendom 
by Jews. Every charge in the book is 
_ based upon the text of The Protocols of 

the Elders of Zion—which is claimed 
to contain the plans of Jewish leaders 
- to enslave the Christian world. 

To a credulous reader such docu- 
mentation appears to provide over- 
whelming proof of the charges. This is 
one reason for its success as propaganda. 

I was unacquainted at the time with 


_ Ukraine ‘he had a personal interest 


the history of these pernicious forgerié) 
and might have accepted them at fa 
value but for my training. As a prié 
I have a habit of scrutinizing eve 
text cited in support of a statemen 
comparing various translations to fing 
if they disagree. As I read El Ista 
Triumphante I became impatient to s 
the original text of the Protocols | 
order to check ‘the accuracy of Mz 
simovitch in his Spanish translation Of 
the passages quoted. So I sought o 
the author again. 1 
Like him, I had been in the Czarish 
Armed Forces (as a regimental priest} 
had lived through the Russian Revol 
tion, lost my homeland and became 
vagabond. Such common experien 
drew us together and our conversati( 
was free and frank. This is his sto 
as drawn from several meetings wi 
him. 
Nicolai Maksimovitch claimed 
in 1918 he occupied a high position i 
the government of Hetman Skoropad 
sky in Kiev. Having been born in t 


examining the archives of the Ki 
District Court. In this investigation | 
came across the records of the notoi 
ous trial of Beilis. He said that amot 
the real proofs in the file of this trial 


Found the Protocols of the Elders of 
‘\Zion. {Mendel Beilis, a Jew, was ac- 
Kused in 1913 of the murder of a boy. 
{The prosecution sought to show that 
the murder was a Jewish ritual killing. 
There was no direct evidence implicat- 
jing Beilis and he was acquitted. The 
"ycase was used to foment feeling against 
tthe Jews and aroused much interest 
abroad. There is evidence that the 
9Czarist officials, knowing them to be 
‘forgeries, made no effort to use the 
}Protocols in the Beilis trial—Editor] 
)Foreseeing defeat for Hetman Skoro- 
padsky and the necessity of flight, Mak- 
"simovitch took the Protocols for future 
“juse. He blamed the revolution and all 
“Yits violence upon the Jews and claimed 
‘jthat his predominant motive in using 
{this anti-Semitic material in South 
America was to avenge himself ‘for 
“Jewish cruelties and mockery over Rus- 
‘Jsian officers and Russian intellectuals.” 
4 When I questioned him as to the 
“validity of the Protocols he answered 
“that since he had found them in the 
“archives they must be absolutely re- 
liable. He believed that every doubtful 
document was usually rejected by the 
court—an error which I tried to point 
out to him. 

With these documents in his pos- 
session, Maksimovitch arrived in Ar- 
gentina after a protracted and wearisome 
migration. His youth was gone, he had 
only military experience and he was 
marked by the effects of chronic in- 
toxication. It was hard for him to make 
a living but somehow he managed to 
obtain a position as a policeman in the 
city of La Plata, the capital of Buénos 
Aires Province. 

Shortly after he became a policeman 
he made the acquaintance of a Roman 
Catholic priest of the Society of Jesus. 
In conversation with him, Maksimovitch 
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used some expressions against the Jews 
and mentioned that he had brought the 
Protocols of the Elders of Zion from 
Europe. The Jesuit pricked up his ears 
and was very attentive. Following this 


_ conversation, Maksimovitch deserted the 


Russian Orthodox Church and became 
a Roman Catholic. Shortly thereafter 
he published his book E/ Israel Trium- 
phante. 

Following the publication of the 
sharply—anti-Semitic volume, Maksimo- 
vitch was summoned by the Governor 
of the Province of Buenos Aires. After 
the Governor discovered that the author 
occupied the humble position of a 
policeman, Maksimovitch found himself 
appointed immediately as chief of the 
Department of Investigation for the 
province. 

After that he led a new life. He 
was highly paid and his work was 
limited to his presence in his office 
four hours a day, five days a week. He 
took an apartment in Buenos Aires and 
began to play an important part in the 
anti-Semitic and Nazi movement in 
South America. He was in close con- 
tact with German and other fascist 
leaders. 

In his apartment I noticed piles of 
German literature for use in Nazi propa- 
ganda in South America. Among the 
papers there I saw secret orders and 
instructions from Berlin. It was Mak- 
simovitch’s duty to translate them into 
Spanish. 

However good he was then at Span- 
ish translation (and he was not pet- 
fect), I doubt that he actually wrote 
El Israel Triumphante. For that book 
is in faultless Spanish, and Maksimo- 
vitch was just about to complete a 
course in Spanish when the book was 
published. Furthermore, his formal 
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‘education did not go -beyond the con- 


ventional six classes of the gymnasium 
and the curriculum of the Naval Mili- 
tary School. Yet the book is written in 
a scholarly style. Its treatment of evi- 
dence reveals a profound knowledge 
of the science of law. It indicates that 
its author possessed an extraordinary 
knowledge of ecclesiastical literature 
and had made a thorough study of Holy 
Writ. There were no signs of such 
knowledge in Maksimovitch. 

Shortly after E/ Israel Triumphante 
was published in Argentina, a similar 
book, based upon the Protocols, ap- 
peared in. Santiago, Chile. Such books 
spread from Buenos Aires to all parts 
of South America, catching the atten- 
tion of the ruling classes. The anti- 
Semitism they helped provoke has led 
to decrees forbidding Jewish immigra- 


THE GERMAN PROBLEM 
By KARL BARTH 


Jews for his dismissal. 
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tion in some South American countrie 
and has in general undermined th | 
previously tolerant attitude toward Jew) 
ish residents. In many. people th 
books produced a state of mind whic | 
approved of both the massacre of th» 
Jews in Europe and the Nazi perpelay 
tors. | 

As for the end of Nicolai Maksima: 
vitch, he lost his comfortable job whet'| 
a new Governor was elected. First hui) 
was transferred from La Plata to Saini 
Nicolas. Two weeks later he was re’ 
lieved of his duties. Then he found "| 
position in the customs office in Bueno) 
Aires. Unable to endure the work, har 
committed suicide in 1940. 

I saw him a few days before hal 
death. A miserable and tired man, he 
was anti-Semitic to the end. He blamec| 
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—The relationship between the Church and the Communist Party imi 
much better than that between the Church and the Social Democrats ata 


the bourgeois parties. 


WAS NOT CONSIDERED a guest at the 

Council of Brothers of the Confes- 
sional Church but, having belonged to 
it since 1935, was admitted again after 
ten years of Babylonian estrangement 
just as if we had parted only yesterday. 
I was ordered to attend the general 
church conference at Treysa as one of 
the twelve representative members. 


During my travels I had a splendid 
Opportunity to renew connections that 
had been severed during the war. My 
conviction that the German people had 
never been one uniform bloc behind Hit- 
ler, became even firmer. Naturally I can 


only talk about these resistance center» 
as far as I came in direct contact witht 


them. 


There is first of all the Church. % 
found courageous resistance among Ro~ 
man Catholics as well as Protestants. 
people who did not even make outwarc! 
concessions. This united front has, by 
the way, brought the two faiths closer 
together, not so much dogmatically as) 
humanly. But since the Pope rejects sucky 
ecumenical intermingling of boundaries 
as illegitimate, a continuance of this 
beautiful brotherhood is hardly to be 
expected. 


nationale) tendencies.” Editor} 


However, the Protestants represent a 
much less uniform picture than the 
atholics. The struggle of the churches 


and not until recently has a friendly re- 
Jationship been resumed. Only in Prus- 
sia, where the “German Christians’’ 
(Nazis) were able to grab all church 
property, and to mobilize the police and 
other government agencies, did it come 
iy CO an open battle. Here the Confessional 
Church was forced to form a counter- 
government and become a haven for the 
persecuted. . : 

In Bavaria, Wuerttemberg and other 
parts of the country, the Confessional 
Church remained a unit of the official 
Chutch, trying her best to influence the 
p Ro so-called ‘“‘grey sheep,’ the luke-warm, 
ngls| COMpromising, indifferent elements, who, 
wa] in order to save the Church, thought it 
; jy] Wisest to appease the Nazis. The expo- 
ye] BEnts of these conniving Christians were 
fr Confessional Church primarily directed 
yi) her opposition. 
thi] These tensions lasted up to the pres- 
be} ent and were only relieved during the 
church conference at Treysa due to the 
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{The theologian, Karl Barth, spokesman of the Confessional Church in 
Germany, who, as a convinced anti-Nazi gave up his post at the University of 
Bonn and is now, living at Basel, returned to Germany for the first time in 
August. He attended the session of the Council of Brothers of the Confessional 
Church at Frankfurt on the Main and also the conference of the Protestant 
church leaders at Treysa. Before returning to Switzerland, where, in the 
weekly Weltwoche, he published the statements printed below, he wrote the 
following for the Frankfurter Rundschau: “I do not hesitate to state that Hit- 
ler’s rise to power not only was aided by the German worker’s parties through 
their disunity, but also by the policies of the Protestant church leaders, favoring 
fascism by their lukewarm neutrality and finally going so far as to acknowl- 
edge and promote nationalistic sentiments and German-national (deutsch- 


brought about a split among Protestants - 


4) mainly the bishops against whom the , 


fact that the 78-year-old Bishop Wurm 
of the Landeskirche of Wuerttemberg 
was appointed head of the Protestant 
Church of Germany. During the course 
of the war Bishop Wurm had gradually 
drifted away from Nazism and barely 
escaped the concentration camp, having 
sent several courageous protests to Hit- 
ler. His right-hand man, and represen- 
tative, is Niemoeller. By this the status 
of the Confessional Church has changed 
from an opposition to a recognized body. 
Although this proves that persistent and 
courageous opposition was displayed by 
a large number of clergymen, one must 
not forget that the lukewarm and the 
satisfied have safely survived the period 
of compromise: The German “‘Pfaffe’’ is 
still alive! The differences, very often 
hardly noticeable, were nevertheless de- 
cisive. Following the same orthodox ser- 
mon, one side would pray for a victori- 
ous Wehrmacht, and the Fuehrer, and 
the other for peace and the rescue of 
Niemoeller. 

Niemoeller himself has never been 
the shining martyr foreign countries have 
made him appear. He was neither a phi- 
losopher nor a dogmatist, but a human 
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being full of contradictions and preju- 
dices. In spite of his persistent stead- 
fastness in the struggle for pure faith, 
his nationalistic sentiments were strong. 
However, during the session of the 
Council of Brothers of the Confessional 
Church, he spoke up against any kind of 
nationalism and professed the idea of 
democracy. 

As another circle of resistance, I came 
in contact with the universities, Visiting 
Freiburg, Marburg and Bonn, I found in 
all of these institutions courageous men 


of all faculties—philosophers, scientists, 


historians, lawyers — who, while out- 
wardly adhering to Nazi conformity 
(Gleichschaltung), nevertheless held 
high the spirit of humanity—trying to 
implant it in the hearts of their students. 

Another important factor are the 
workers. I talked with two Communists 
in Frankfurt who all through the time 
of their suppression have been actively 
engaged in underground work. The 
Communist Party was the only political 
group able to resume public activity as a 
political entity immediately after the col- 
lapse of the Nazi regime. During its un- 
derground existence it had gotten itself 
completely organized while the Social 
Democrats and the Liberals are still 
struggling to form a strong nucleus, 

One can, by the way, note quite a de- 
cisive change in the attitude of the Com- 
munists toward the Church. While cling- 
ing to their old atheistic faith a kind of 
tolerant understanding towards the 
Church on the part of the Communists 
was brought about through close contact 
with German clergymen during their 
mutual imprisonment in concentration 
camps. The relationship between the 
Church and the Communist Party is 
much better than that between the 
Church and the Social Democrats and 
the bourgeois parties. 
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tional groups into consideration it is) 
wrong to regard all the Germans as just) |) 
one gang of Nazis. In fact, the majority). 
of the Germans were not Nazis. The 
guilt lies in their passiveness. It is wrong,” 
therefore, to try to cure the Germans o 
Nazism by way of an elaborate re-edu- / 
cation plan; actual facts have accom- 
plished this long ago. There is hardly 
one among hundreds who does not ad= 
mit that Hitler combined both the clowm | 
and the devil in one person. j 


With the Germans, you do not get to 
the root of their problem while talk 
ing about Hitler. Bismarck is of much )/ 
greater importance. For, once stripped ); 
of all the Nazi-masquerade, most Ger 
mans, even those formerly active in re- 
sistance, emerge with a German-nation- 
alistic coloring. They look upon Nazism)) 
as a regrettable incident, but everything 
prior to it is absolutely untouchable, |; 
They fail to understand that Nazism was 
the inevitable outcome of Bismarck’s , 
policy of blood and iron which.by brute 
force united Germany into one imperial-_, 
istic and highly capitalistic empire which 
at the same time became the grave-digger 


and a Maidanek camp possible. 


I am convinced that even the youth, a 
looked upon by many as hopelessly poi- 
soned, will sometime get rid of the Nazi. 
ideology. That what happens to “7 
schoolmaster will also happen to the | 
Nazi schoolmaster: life and experience 
will surpass scholarly wisdom until fi- : 
nally there will be nothing left of a 
Nazi theories. It will depend mainly , 
upon finding the right surroundings } 
able to change the youth organically into > 
different human beings. 


BEN RICHARDSON 

R. HERMAN EISENSTEIN and _ his 
|} family moved into a house at 102- 
ns 2 216 Street, Queens Village, L. L., 
CN. Y., six months ago. Since that time 


) The vandalism against Dr. Eisen- 
‘tein’s property and person included the 
Hepeated breaking of the glass name- 
stilate on his porch; the hurling of heavy 
‘tlifaissiles through window panes of his 


“home and insults and molestation when 


Gude at the 105th Precinct neaehy in- 
imfisted that the abuses were ‘“‘kid stuff.” 


A high point in these anti-Semitic 
utrages came on V-J day. The doctor 
Shad displayed an American flag on his 
sun porch in the spirit of our victory 
bver the fascist enemy. The following 
orning he found the flag in a pool of 
ud beneath his window. Anti-Semitic 


own onto the lawn. 


On Hallowe’en night Dr. Eisenstein’s 

windows were broken again. Police of- 
hy cers to whom he appealed for aid said: 
piy'It’s Hallowe’en—what do you expect?” 


THE PROTESTANT learned of these 


ut York Post Wednesday, November 21. 
‘An additional source of information 
tilicame from friends of THE PROTESTANT, 
a(§who had noticed our advertisement in 
as the Anglo-Jewish Press suggesting that 
0) We be notified in the event of anti-Sem- 

itic occurrences. As a result of this in- 


~ 
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formation and the press account, THE 
PROTESTANT immediately went to work. 

Telegrams demanding immediate ac- 
tion were sent by THE PROTESTANT to 
Governor Thomas E. Dewey, Mayor 
Fiorello H. LaGuardia, Commissioner 
Arthur W. Wallander and Queens Dis- 
trict Attorney Charles P. Sullivan. 

Rev. Leonard Helie of THE PROTES- 
TANT staff got an affidavit from Dr. Eis- 
enstein, certifying the incidents. Ralph 
Currie, also of the staff, patrolled the 
community all night in search of culprits. 

A delegation of clergymen called on 
the officials of the 105th Police Precinct 
and urged them to take added measures 
to guarantee Dr. Eisenstein’s security. 
As a result of these actions, which 
brought responses from all agencies and 
officials contacted, Captain Mooney of © 
the 105th Precinct telephoned THE 
PROTESTANT to say that policemen of 
his precinct would afford Dr. Eisenstein 
every protection in the future. Detective 
Lt. Ward, also of that precinct, said that 
Dr. Eisenstein’s residence would be 
given day and night surveillance against 
any recurrences of anti-Semitic vandal- 
ism. 

A letter from Dr. Eisenstein to THE 
PROTESTANT expresses his appreciation 
for the action taken in his behalf. It 
reads: 

“I wish to express my appreciation to 
THE PROTESTANT for its quick and ef- 
fective action in bringing about an in- 
vestigation of the anti-Semitic vandal- 
ism against my person and property and 
in securing adequate protection for me 
and my family in the future. 

“If more such organizations as THE 
PROTESTANT existed, the defeat of un- 
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American, pro-Fascist forces in this 
country would be assured.” 


/s/ Dr. Herman Eisenstein 
* * * 


Hunter College Textbook Case 
Dr. George N. Shuster, President of 
Hunter College, New York City, was 
asked by the Regional Action Committee 
of THE PROTESTANT to withdraw a 
book listed among the recommended 
readings in a course on Constitutional 
History in Hunter College. The book is 
entitled: The Constitution of England 
from Queen Victoria to George VI, by 
Arthur Berriedale Keith, D.C.L., D.Litt., 
LL.D., F.B.A., Vol. 1; published by 
Macmillan and Co., Ltd., London 1940. 
In the preface to this book (pp. xxiii- 
xxiv) is found a statement which does a 
great disservice to the Jewish people of 
the world, particularly in this moment 
of their great suffering. The statement is 
decidedly prejudicial to the cause of the 
Zionist movement and the efforts of the 
people of the world to have the doors of 
Palestine opened to homeless Jews. And 
more, there is a statement in this preface, 
which is unquestionably anti - Semitic 
and is at one with the most scurrilous 
utterances made against Jews by avowed 
Nazi-fascists. The entire statement from 
the preface is quoted below (we print 
the particularly anti-Semitic passage in 
italic) : 
“In Imperial affairs the constitution of 
a strategic reserve in the Middle East 
has been facilitated by the removal of 
troops to Egypt from India, but the sit- 
uation in Palestine has deteriorated 
owing to the systematic illegal immi- 
gration of Jews, which has been con- 
doned by the Jewish Agency and ener- 
getically defended by prominent mem- 
bers of the Jewish community. This de- 
fiance of the law has compelled cessa- 
tion of immigration under official aus- 
pices for six months, and its resumption 
must depend on the success secured in 


preventing this immigration. The de 
termination of the Jewish community td 
ignore the generosity of the British peo: 
ple and to defy the British Government 
has been properly deprecated by the 
_ Colonial Secretary;* 7 presents unques 
' tionably the best justification yet found 
for the German view of Jews as 
worthy to be citizens, and it menaces the) | 
Arabs with destruction in their owm) 
land, and gives their resistance mo 
clearly the character of national self 
protection against the most grave in: 
justice.’ 
“*House of Commons, July 20, 1939 
Liberal and Labour attacks, aided by 
Conservatives, ignore the fundamenta 
injustice of placing Arabs under Jewish 
domination; the moral injury to Britis 
prestige of a policy of forcible suppres 
sion of liberty cannot be exaggerated.” 
The Regional Action Committee of 
THE PROTESTANT pointed out that this 
statement did a great disservice to the 
cause of world Jewry and therefore to 
the collective efforts of democratic 
peoples to solve the Palestine issue. 
Because of Dr. Shuster’s identifica 
tion with the American Christian Pales- 
tine Committee, THE PROTESTANT indi- 
cated in its letter that it anticipated im 
mediate cooperation from Dr. Shuster 
Copies of the letter were sent to Mac 
millan Company, New York, N. Y. 
Macmillan Company, London, England; 
Christian Council on Palestine, New 
York, N. Y.; American Palestine Com: 
mittee, New York, N. Y.; Jewish 
Agency for Palestine, New Yon N: Ya 
Zionist Organization of America, Nev 
York, N. Y.; The attention of the pub 
lic was called to the matter by the ap- 
pearance of a news story in the metro- 
politan press on the correspondence 
with Dr. Shuster. 


Anti-Semitic Pioneer News Service. 


The attention of THE PROTESTANT 
was called to an anti-Semitic leaflet 
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i j hich is finding wide distribution dents had occurred there during the 
ne broughout the country, entitled “Stop week of November 6. Windows of of- 
wish Barbarism!”’ Depicted on the fices and stores were smeared with the 


eaflet is a bearded figure with a long 
Yutcher knife in his hand and wearing 
Me Star of David. The knife drips 
Jlood. Suspended from,the ceiling by its 
ind legs is a recently slaughtered cow 
Whose blood drains onto the floor. On 
the rear wall of the butchering room is 
Jrawn a large Star of David with the 
‘ewish letters for ““Kosher’’ beneath it. 
he leaflet is printed in bold black and 
‘ed type. It reads in part: 

“Protest against Kosher Slaughter. 
Why should the ‘Great American Civil- 
ted Democracy’ stand for Jewish atroc- 


This anti-Semitic cartoon is distrib- 
‘ted by Pioneer News Service, P. O. Box 
435, Chicago, Illinois. THE PROTESTANT 
| ascertained that Homer Herman Maertz, 
Wecently arrested at a Christian Front 
Rally in Queens County, N. Y., is ad- 
Wnittedly the head of the Pioneer News 
pervice and editor of the Dispatch, a 
Violently anti-Semitic newspaper. 

THE PROTESTANT holds that this lit- 
prature is positively incitative of violence 
gainst Jews. Therefore, immediate ac- 
ion was taken against its continued dis- 
ribution. Letters were sent to the Fed- 
pral Bureau of Investigation, Postmaster 
eneral Robert E. Hannegan and Post- 
aster Albert Goldman of New York 
ity, demanding the immediate investi- 
gation, apprehension and prosecution of 
parties responsible for the printing and 
dissemination of this subversive, un- 
American propaganda through the mails. 
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{ction in Allentown 

Word reached the New York office 
of THE PROTESTANT from Allentown, 
))Pa., to the effect that anti-Semitic inci- 


words: “Jews Beware.” Nearly all Jew- 
ish stores and the Jewish Community 
Center in the downtown section of Al- 
lentown were similarly defaced. Anti- 
Semitic literature is reported to be gen- 
erally distributed in the city. Rev. Leon- 
ard Helie of THE PROTESTANT staff 
went immediately to Allentown to make 
an on-the-spot investigation and while 
there to circularize Kenneth Leslie’s ex- 
pose of judicial fascism, entitled: “A 
Jew Says Boo!”’ which is an account of 
the Anmuth case of Philadelphia. Rev. 
Helie reports that the Regional Action 
Committee of Allentown under the di- 
rection of Dr. Willis D. Mathias has 
moved to combat the anti-Semitic forces 
in Allentown and is enlisting the coop- 
eration of the community in this effort. 


Macy's Abusive Clerk 

The general public is becoming in- 
creasingly aware of THE PROTESTANT’S 
role in the anti-fascist fight, and when 
incidents occur we are notified immedi- 
ately. Mr. Harry Lichtenfeld of Brook- 
lyn recently telephoned THE PROTEs- 
TANT and related the following incident: 

Mr. Lichtenfeld said he made a pur- 
chase in the Candy Department of R. 
H. Macy & Company, New York City. 
He asked the clerk to wrap the package. 
While wrapping it, the clerk is alleged 
to have sneered: “‘God’s Chosen People.’’ 
Mr. Lichtenfeld protested against the 
offensive remark. He contends that an- 
other clerk came over to investigate the 
disturbance and asked the offending 
clerk what was the matter. Mr. Lichten- 
feld says that the abusive clerk replied: 
“I just called this Jew a bastard.” The 
Section Manager of the Candy Depart- 
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“ment was summoned by Mr. Lichten- 


feld who then recounted the incident. A 
witness offered his services to substan- 
tiate Mr. Lichtenfeld’s story. The Sec- 
tion Manager told Mr. Lichtenfeld to 
come back at 2:00 p.m., at which time 
he could take the matter up with persons 
in authority. Mr. Lichtenfeld reports 
that he returned at that time, only to 
find that neither the Section Manager 
nor the clerk who is alleged to have in- 
sulted him, nor anyone else involved in 
the matter was present. Immediately 
upon being notified of the incident, 
THE PROTESTANT got in touch with of- 
ficials of the R. H. Macy & Company 
store. A thorough investigation was 
made. The facts were found to be as 
presented by THE PROTESTANT and the 
clerk guilty of the offense was summarily 
dismissed. 

If your basic rights are violated in es- 
tablishments soliciting public patronage, 
notify THE PROTESTANT at once. We 
will get action. 


To the Aid of Little Children 

A telephone call informed THE Prot- 
ESTANT that anti-Semitic incidents of an 
outrageous character were being perpe- 
trated against children in the neighbor- 
hood of 100 Street and West End Ave- 
nue, New York City. Reverend Ben 
Richardson, National Executive Secretary 
of THE PROTESTANT and Rev. Leon- 
atd Helie, field representative, made 
an investigation. They talked with the 
parents of the children who had been 
beaten by Gentile anti-Semitic vandals. 
One parent related that she found it 
necessary to move from another city in 
New York State because of recurrent 
anti-Semitic violence against her little 
son and that since occupying the resi- 


dence on the Upper West Side he had 


been attacked and beaten intermittently 
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by gangs of Gentile youths who invari W 
ably asked him if he was Jewish befor 
abusing him. The youth is ten years old), 
An affidavit to this effect was signed ; | 
the parent. 
Another parent was interviewed, whos 
little daughter, aged eight, was recently), 
attacked by a gang of five Gentiles if 
their late teens. She was playing in fron) 
of her house with another little ze 
when the gang accosted them and i iA 
quired whether the eight year old chik i 
was Jewish. When she replied that sh © 
was, the gang set upon both girls ane) 
beat them about the head and body wit thy 
heavy sticks, then held them both an 
scrawled swastikas on their backs witl 
chalk. As the gatig ran away they wert 
heard to say: “Let’s go get some motel 
Jews.” An affidavit certifying these facts | 
is also in the possession of THE PROT= | 
ESTANT. The Regional Action Commi 
tee took immediate action. Telegrams); 
were sent to Governor Thomas E. Dew- d 
ey, Mayor Fiorello H. LaGuardia and is 
Police Commissioner Arthur W. Wal. 
lander, demanding the investigation, ap- | 
prehension and prosecution of parties) , 
responsible for these outrages. 4, 
Rev. Leonard Helie and Rev. Ben 
Richardson called on the officials of the | 
local precinct in that community and se- 
cured a guarantee that added patrolling of 
by squad cars. would be ordered so as to | 
bring a greater measure of protection to , 
the residents of that neighborhood. | 
These two clergymen went to a mass 
meeting on Wednesday, December 19, , 
and addressed the parents of the of- , 
fended children and other interested — 
citizens. At the meeting they pointed 
out the fascist anti-Semitic blueprint for 
the post-war world and urged everyon 
to get in touch with THE PROTESTANT © 
immediately upon the occurrence of an 
anti-Semitic incident. 


j 
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ion in Chicago 

Because Chicago is one of the major 
Wial tension areas of the country, the ‘ 
gional Action Committee of that city, 
fier the direction of Rev. Paul J. Fol- 
of the United Church of South Chi- 
vo, is kept busy. On Sunday night, 
cember 2, a service for THE PROTES- 
NT was held at the United Congrega- 
nal Church. Participating clergymen 
luded Rev. Verle Blair, Rev. Joseph 
oore, Rev. Paul J. Folino, and Rev. 
afl Baehr. The guest speaker was 
erre van Paassen. A generous collec- 
bn was taken and turned over to THE 
ROTESTANT for the furtherance of its 


™Yiling for the immediate opening of 
‘lilhe doors of Palestine was inserted in 
e Chicago Sun by the Chicago Regional 
il ction Committee of THE PROTESTANT. 
he signatures of thirty clergymen ap- 
ared beneath the text of the advertise- 


An “Anti-Semitism Can Be Stopped” 
inner was held at the Hotel Continen- 
ul in Chicago. Pierre van Paassen was 
re guest of honor and principal speaker. 
r. Van Paassen pointed out the rele- 
‘lifancy of the fight against fascism and 
‘fhe fight for world freedom. Particular 


HE PROTESTANT and its Regional Ac- 
ion Committees in the effort to stop 
pnti-Semitism, and it was clearly shown 


Ql 


f THE PROTESTANT, its effectiveness in 
topping anti-Semitism will be great. 
Other speakers at the meeting included 
ev. Paul Folino, Chairman Chicago 
‘/Regional Action Committee; Kenneth 
i) Leslie, Gerald Richardson and Rev. W. 
Ellis Davies. Twenty-five ministers of 
lithe Chicago Regional Action Commit- 
tee sat on the dais as honored guests. 
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Toledo Meeting 

A mass meeting was held at the Ash- 
land Avenue Baptist Church in Toledo, 
Ohio, on December 4. Pierre van Paas- 
sen, Kenneth Leslie, Gerald Richardson 
and the Rev. W. Ellis Davies were the 


‘ speakers, and again a substantial collec- 


tion was taken to support the work of 
THE PROTESTANT. Members of the 
Committee who planned the meeting in 
Toledo included Reverends Kenneth 
Cutler, Harold Davis, Herbert Haslam, 
G. J. Johnson, Lincoln Long, F. B. Mc- 
Intosh, Arthur Olsen, Thomas Rehorn, 
Milo ‘Sawyer, Henderson Shinn, Wil- 
liam Steffens, Benedict Williams, Wil- 
liam E. Dudley and Rabbi Leon Feuer. 


Philadelphia Dinner Spurs Cause 


The work of the Regional Action 
Committee in Philadelphia was also 
highlighted on December 11 by an 
“Anti-Semitism Can Be Stopped” din- 
ner which was held at the Bellevue- 
Stratford Hotel in that-city. Again Pierre 
van Paassen was guest of honor and the | 
main speaker. Rey. George F. Conner of 
the Bery-Long Memorial Church, Chair- 
man of the Philadelphia Regional Action 
Committee, presided. The tireless efforts 
of this committee in behalf of Morris 
Anmuth and its continued fight against 
anti-Semitism in general in the Philadel- 
phia community were acknowledged by 
the several hundred guests who attended 
the meeting. Twenty clergymen of the 
Philadelphia Regional Action Commit- 
tee of THE PROTESTANT were honored 
guests and sat on the dais. Other speak- 
ers included Kenneth Leslie, Gerald 
Richardson and the Rev. W. Ellis 
Davies. 


This action log will be continued in 
the next issue. 
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Senses Danger in Newsreels’ Preference for Roman Catholics 

During the war I have been conscious of a phenomenon in the movies thé 
at times seems to be a downright bias. I refer not so much to the strictly Roma 
Catholic propaganda pictures such as “Going My Way,” “The Sullivans,” “ je 
is my Co-pilot,’’ “Music for Millions,’ and a host of others, but especially €) 
the newsreels, in which only the Roman Catholic chaplains are shown holdin, 
services. At the beginning of the war they did show the chapels at the vario 1 
camps and how the altar was arranged for Protestant, Catholic and Jewisll)) 
faiths, but that was soon reduced to the Catholic ritual only and from attending) 
the newsreel theatres alone one would get the impression that the Marines ang). 
the Navy at least were strictly Roman Catholic organizations, with the Arm) 
rather doubtful but the Air Corps at least ninety percent so. | 

Some months ago while attending a movie I was seated near a group Oj} 
soldiers. The newsreel showed Archbishop Spellman boarding a plane and hi) 
landing in Europe. Then came a few shots of GI Joe in Italy and a R. C. padre 
holding services in an olive grove. Came our entry into Rome and various shot 
of the Vicar of Christ in full panoply. A shot followed showing our big sholl 
air chiefs in Italy entertaining Archbishop Spellman. The British 8th Army haq)| 
two close-ups and then an R. C. Service in a landing craft for sailors and), 
coastguardsmen. . S| 

Evidently one of the soldiers in the group near where I was sitting became: 
fed up and in a none too quiet tone asked of all and sundry: “Christ! Are! 
there no Protestants at all in the armed forces?” To which a bored voice of oni 
of his buddies replied: ‘Sure there is—but they ain’t photogenic—they just): 
fight.” ; | 
Needless to say the theatre was very quiet for some time thereafter. At firs Y 
I thought perhaps I was prejudiced in ‘thinking this but in casual talk with | 
friends I find they have noticed it too. I have read a lot of history and I cannot. 
say I am enthusiastic over the clergy of any denomination and freely admit that 
my judgment where they are concerned may be more than a bit biased. I do not) 
believe the Protestant clergy in a great many cases are much better than the priests _ 
of any other denomination or religion, but within Protestantism itself lies the 
WAY to the only freedom man can really attain—freedom of mind. Without” 
freedom of mind all the other freedoms are useless except for politicians to dangle 
in front of the voter. 

I deplore the tendency to apologize for Protestantism and to seem somehow 
ashamed, as though Protestantism were something that crawled out from under 
a dark plank to spit in the Pope’s eye and otherwise behaved in a disreputable 
manner. 

I have come to the conclusion that the Protestants, at least in this country, 
have fallen for the R. C. brand or interpretation of tolerance—we keep quiet and 
let them say what they please. 

Every nation that has backed the Vatican is now a tenth rater except France 
and she is now a weak sister. The Holy See has no longer any first rate nation 
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play against its enemies. The Pope is now in the position where he must 
jirn to the great Protestant countries for protection, and if we and Britain fall 
jor their propaganda we'll have to fight Russia, and that would be a real tragedy 
f world-wide scope. . 
Iam no Communist. I believe Communism will eventually fail as will any 
»phe-party government. No group of men given supreme power, in the whole 
jmistory of man, have survived their own chicanery. The human race has yet to 
prove its honesty. History, if it proves anything, proves that honesty, integrity 
I}nd square dealing are not long attributes of Government. Our own Democracy,” | 
jFven at its worst, is the best yet for a// men. I cannot help but admire many of 
Whe things the Russians have done and if we needed a re-affirmation of one of 
jbur own first principles—the separation of Church and State—the Russians have 
urnished it. And have gone us one better in throwing the priesthood completely 
put of the school system. If things keep going on in this country along their 
present lines we'll have to do that again. 
I like your magazine very much and hope it may have a long and vigorous 
mife. 
ALLEN S. REID 
Detroit, Michigan 


CC] and the Springfield Plan 


THE PROTESTANT is in receipt of a letter dated October 30, 1945 from 
oward E. Wilson, Chairman, Commission on Educational Organizations, Na- 
tional Conference of Christians and Jews, in which Mr. Wilson offers his criticisms 
' julof my article on the Springfield Plan. (See October issue of THE PROTESTANT.) 
Among other things, Mr. Wilson discusses the matter of the origination of the 
Plan. His letter reads in part: 


“Now for some facts as to the relation of the National Conference to the 
origins of the work at Springfield. Dr. Clyde Miller proposed to the National 
Conference that it approach the Superintendent of the Springfield schools 
with the suggestion that his school system undertake the development of a 
program in education for better group relations. The idea was first discussed 
at the Institute of Human Relations at Williamstown, Mass., in the summer 
of 1939. Mr! Herbert Seamans of the Conference staff presented the idea 
to Superintendent Granrud early in the Fall of that year, and immediately 
thereafter a Committee was appointed to study the project. Throughout the 
years since then the National Conference has worked closely with the Spring- 
field school leaders and has cooperated on a number of special occasions. 
The Springfield people have worked more closely with Dr. Miller, who has 
been the most ardent publicist for the Plan. The National Conference is 
proud of its relation to the work in Springfield but has never claimed undue 
credit for that work. The facts mentioned above have been stated publicly 
by spokesmen of the Springfield system but have not been. publicized by the 
Conference.” 


and that an article expressing his views, written by him then, has since been 


"with what it later named “The Springfield Plan.” 
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Unfortunately, information gained by me in conversations with Dr. Johg! 
Granrud, former Superintendent of Springfield Schools, Mr. Clarence I. Chattt 
and Miss Alice L. Halligan (the two officials of the school system who co-authored} 
__ the book, The Story of the Springfield Plan), taxes the veracity of Mr. Wilsong 
statement in this letter. 

Dr. Granrud told me that Dr. Clyde C. Miller of Columbia University hac 
nothing to do with the origination of the Springfield Plan. This was later confirmea} 
by both Mr. Chatto and Miss Halligan. Dr. Granrud explained that Mr. Millen} 
first learned of the plan when he (Dr. Granrud) approached Mr. Miller as headij 
_ of the Teachers Placement Bureau of Columbia University in search of a youngs 
Jewish instructor who could be employed in the Springfield system and eventually 
promoted to be a Principal of one of its schools. Mr. Chatto further established® 
_ the fact that Dr. Granrud was the sole initiator of the Plan by saying that Dra} 
Granrud arrived at his views on democratic education in public schools over 
‘nineteen years ago as an official in the school system of the Panama Canal Zoney 


 feprinted in educational journals and is particularly current today. 
Mr. Chatto did say, however, that the Superintendent had discussed his 
_ program of democratic education with representatives of the National Conference 
of Christians and Jews in 1939 at a meeting of the NCCJ in Chicago, but that it 
was not until 1941, two years after the program had actually been instituted by 
Dr. Granrud, that Miss Alice Halligan was invited to participate in a panel dis- 
cussion in Williamstown, Mass., at a meeting sponsored by the NCCJ and that 
as a result of that meeting (in 1941, not 1939 as Mr. Wilson says) the NCCJ 
learned of the actual workings of the Program and decided to associate itself 


Mr. Chatto expressed his displeasure at the fact that Dr. Miller and the 
NCC]J persisted in claiming credit for the Plan and assured me that whenever he 
speaks either at the request of the NCCJ or otherwise, he takes special pains t to 
give proper credit for its origination to Dr. Granrud. 

A personal and confidential letter from Dr. Granrud to an unnamed fica 
_ dated February 1944, substantiates what I say here. Copies of this letter can be 
- obtained by writing directly to the Board of Education, Springfield, Mass. 

Some little indication of the degree to which the NCCJ has publicized the 
Plan and made its claim to having originated it, can be found in the Journal of 
Religious Education, February 1944. Abridged editions of this publication have 
been widely distributed by the NCCJ. A similar contention is made in an article’ 
in the Journal of Educational Sociology, Volame 16, Number 6, February 1943, 
also distributed in great numbers by the NCC]. | 

A contradiction of these claims appears in the Synday Herald (a Bridgeport, 
Connecticut newspaper) May 14, 1944. In this article the Springfield Plan 
is accurately discussed and gives substantially the same facts that I state above. 


BEN RICHARDSON 


